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that I can afſure the Reader that it. was with crouble 
that I did n oftuer 4 Ju 2 8 
There is uo one, that hte win, An 4 
examine his Quotations as I 0b ſelf Jo the ＋ 
of them, wot; I think, = ex as. ſbar, 2, po 
him as 7 have any where been. It would have irre 
up a very meet man's Indignation to haue been ſerved as 


he did me his Reader with his Quotation from Hilary, paz. 38. 


where having by chance caſt my eye on the firſ# part 
the ' paſſage ſet down by him, ſa kunt ing for S '42 
it as it ſtood in his Book, quite through St. Hilary's 
whole Book from thence, aud little — what I 
was very angry to find that I was to look backwards in 
St. Hilary for the other two pare of that paſſage. There 
are 


To the Reader. 
are other deali s in his Book much more proveking than 
this. — r, if any one think I am too ſevere upon 
him, 7 muſt onely fay, that it is perchance more pardo- 
nable in me than in i : not thay I have any perſo- 
wal quarrel againſt Mr. Sclater, whom I am morally cer- 
tain I never Jpoke with in my life ; but Yor. another 44 
count, 
oe ſhort Addreſs i cannot d\ the i 
my Brethren of the See of who have nor 6 Boer 7 
of a full examination of — 4 C one ries in yy 
it felf, that they won/d- beware 
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8 IX., | 
te pane fore derbe of entre id; nd 
berter abilities would have condeſtended to the trou- 
die of exarnining this your Treatiſe, was the ſole rea- 
for 7 hindred your receiving th ſooner from me: jam very 
certain thete is nothing in , ſb ſtrong, or ſo well mana- 
ged, that corild affrigfit᷑ any ſuch from b 
count, and muſt impute thelt r Gan 
ther cauſe, Hic I believe your are not at all —— 
mentioned by me. lam ſure I have che opinion of fone and 
thoſe learned perſons to confirm me in chis my belief. 

'Tis for o ehiefl for thoſd Readers 
who. may be poſſidly be ſturtled at le of your Book,that 
I underrake to 1 it, and to oblige yes and them tu (ers 
how very little teaſom you had (or they to be mov'dby4 — 
call 2 wo Toe arte err and what a miſerable mi 
yon have made in this your forſaking the Communion PE 
they the Charth of EAR, and 1 Num 

Ihope yon wl aoĩ be angry thar Trake ehe ſame Ubdery: to 

examine your method in * that you ſay y dldito 


examine 


21 

examine that of our Church One thing Ill promiſe you (which 
I am perſuaded I ſhall in the examining of your reaſons find you 
very often faulty in) that I will conſtantly, as ro my Proofs and 
Authorities, uſe all the fairneſs and ingenuity that becomes a 
Scholar, pre herein. The Cauſe of the Church of 
Englandis (9 infinitely better, and more ſteady, than that you 
have ſo lately eſpouſed, that it would be as extremely impru- 
dent, as unjuſt. to praQtiſe the contrary in the defence of her 
as not need, fo Fam ſure h does abhot and is 
fr mitti y indirect, or fraudylent management of ke 

0 ; ge . =; ids — 


1 ſhall therefore without any farther Preface, proſecute my 
deſign, and begin with your Preface, which preſents the Reader 
with a needleſs Apeleg about the Plural Title of your Tratt; for 
if chþ old gb eons Beprodfabour the we. C dl det Charch, 
and the Supremacy of St. Peter and the Biſhops of Rome were of a- 
ny force with you, iq ey deſtrye their place in the Plural Title of 
your Book, if they were not, yet that other about the Exchariſt, 
tho with you All in all, can be but one, how great ſoever. 
How Tranſubſtant iat ion concludes Communion under ane ſpecies, 


lcanpet underſtand, ſince ii a always the 
1 


Qpinion of the Cusholicꝭ Charch, as yauaffirm it was, from the 
very beginning it would have concluded as well as wow, 
which: am ſureãt did not; for, beſides our Saviour*s Inftitu- 
tion in both kinds, and his Precept as ſtrict for either of them 
aber buch togethet, his moſt ſeyere impoſition of boch, 

eh; 6. 5:30 e can ſhey you herein the Obedience of the Ca- 
ahelick: Ghurch for aboyea thouſand years, who were ſo humble, 
and fo reſpectfull alſo, as not to think themſelves either wiſer 
than our Sevioxr, or above his expreſs commands herein. After 
wards indeed one part of the Carlolick Chorgh grew more know- 
ing, and the Council of Conſtance (maugre ear Saviour 's exprels 
eommand to be ſeen in the Goſpels, and very particularly in 
St. Pau) denied one half of the Communion, the Cap, to the Dar 
„ and ſo'thet Church continues ever ſince to do. Among thoſe 
ral Argument or Reaſons muſtered up by Gerſon at the Com- 
mand, and for the Defence of this bold Cowncil,l do not remember 
ene, that is not either ridiculous in it (elf, or highly reflecting 
upon eur bleſſed and moſt wiſe Saviewr's prudence or forelight. 
| ut 


[$3] 
But to paſsby th and your Argumeht from he 6th of S-Jobn, 
which'l ſhall remember when I come to that in your Book; 
methinks your aſſuring your ſelf, that if your foriner Faith was not 
ght imthis (the Enchariſt,) it was wrong in all controverted Parti- 
ae &c- is none of the cleareſt Inductions, and wd have 
appeared ſomething too bold, Rad yes not helped it out u Artie 
with whar I ſuppoſe you have heard fome'of your wew Chareh 
ſay, that ht Church' hath the ſame Authorities end Traditions 
forthems, as fot this, &c. which I think to be one of the eſt - 
truths in your Book, and Ido aſſure you that I amperf 'y of 
the ſame'opinion, that the Church of Ram: hath the ſame r 
berrey nor worſe Autboritirt and Tradetions forall the Points con- 
troverted betwix the Church of England and her. that ſheharh'for 


Tranſubſtantiation, which I queſtion not. to ſnhe, come 
to that point, to be either very bad, or none at all a 
Whether you heve wrought in this your ſeareh no to the 


directions of the Church of England, will be better ſeen, hen we 
come to your Proofs themſelves I chniſot paſs the Canon of our 
Church you have quoted here without making two ſhort Remarks 
from it. | | I. IP 


The firſt of which-is, Hor little #wr Church is A fovearer or init 


vero uide- 


encourager of the Private Spirit 7 > talk ſo oſten about, or of hum, ne 


vate 1 tat ions, lien ſhe 


Parochial Churches themſelves to teach any thing for Fah 


h not allow the ide of the quid un- 
quam doce- . 


their Serwens,wbich is not agreeable to the Doftrinof the Old and Cone 
New Teſtament, and the Interpretations of Catholick, Antiquity. guad a. 
puls religioſereneri & credi velint,niſi quod conſemtaneum ſit Doctrine veteris aid Novi Te- 
ſtamenti ve ex 704 jpſe Docrrina Catholici Patres, & Veteres Epiſcopi collqgerint, &c. 


Liber C. Diſoipline Eccleſia icanz, I 5741. Tituls Concionat 14161 


2. That it is a moſt falſe as well as a moſt ridiculous. Aſſertion 
of your new Brethren of the Church of Rome, who ſay, aur 
Church ſlights and re jects the Fathers,becauſethezare allagainſt 
her, and that ſhe owns they are all againſt her: for a clear Con- 
tradiction to which, I would but deſire of any Romaniſt to read 
this ſhort Canon of a Synod of ours in the beginning of Queen Eli- 
Abet h ſerĩiouſly over, and to conſider it, and I do not queſtion 
if he would but ſpeak plainly herein, as every ingenuous man 
ought,that he would own ſuch Aſertaurs to be guiltꝝ of a down- 
right Calumny. B 2 ? For 


[4] 

For your Conditional Thanks that you ſeem willing to beſtow 
on the Church of England for her Directions; ſhe can have no rea- 
fon to expect any from ſince I am pretty wel aſſured that 
you have — — and thereſore can owe her 
none on that uc: and for your Conditional Prayers for the 
Ttechers of her Comm, & c Ican aſſure you, that they are hy 
her injuniions, and without any conditions, not behind-hand: 
with you in ſuch civilities, ſince thrices Week at leaſt they are 
commended in the ZLitany to put up conſtantly a Prtitien for you, 
and ſurb as you: 7 ae 177 | Mac ny [eng 

Gabat i ao Ri I ſhalt refer to heir place in your: 
Book, to vhich l ſhall dom paſs; finding nathing farther in your 
Prefuce, that may not be better conſidered in the Anſwers to the 
Particulars of your Bt. Orgs 


r 1 me \ * IL 
2 CHAP. . 
The Method of the Anſwer, and « Confderation of Mr. Sclater's 
+7. Reaſonrof dowbring' m our Cm.. 
FY as. * N 8 , 


4 '\1 


Beere passau e Panicwlirrof your Rot; Tenbnot re. 


ſram the making a complaint to you, that ye have not put 
your writing into a Acrhad becoming a Scholar, bur have ma- 
naged pour reaſons foconfufedly, and paſſed fs abruptly from 
ene head to anatbrr;, that it is ſometimes difficult to know which 
of your paints go ate then about. Method and clearnefs, and a 
fair tranſition from one part of a Piſtourſe to another were ne- 
ver counted trifles, nor ever thaught unworthy the care of any 
one Writer that did defire either to isſtract or to convince his 
That I thay avdid therefore my ſelf, what I am fore d to re- 
prehend in another, 1 ſnall in this my Expeſtulation confine my 
ſelf td, and direcx my ſelf by, rhefe Rules. * 

1. To confider the Reaſons of your doubting during your conti- 
nuance in eur Communion whether you were in the right way, and 
of a true Chur. 2. The Method you uſed for the reſolving your 
ſelf in'your dbubre- 3. The Reaſon or Reaſons that convinced. you 

fo 


[3] 
fat ns to leave owy Communion, and to eſpouſe that of the Church 
of Rome, 

I do not believe 1 can wrong your' Book in taking ſuch a 
Method, or diſoblige you or any one elſe that may read th. 
As to the firſt head then, the Reaſons of your doubting, one 
might withreaſon have expected, that yen would a little more 
have inlarged your ſelf in a thing, the right managing of which 
was of ſo infinite concern, or at the leaſt that yow would have 
afforded the World tho but one Reaſon, that might have given 
ſatis faction · That, which you have put down, I mean the Text 
from$ Pam, Let him that thinketh he ſtandith, take heil leſt he 
fal, Iamſute, canner, ſince that Text may as well ſerve againſt 
the aching Eaſter as it did againſt the laſt, and you may as 
well ule is v as you did then; and ſhoulda giddy mind polſeſs 
you, and hurry you next to Jocinianiſm,then to the Anabaprifts, 
and herd you laſt among the Dzakers, no body could refuſe 
you your Maotto,and lit him that thinketh he ftandeth, &c. would 
ſerve you in as mob ftead for any of tbem, as it did nom. With- 
out any ſatisfaction at all therefore about the reaſons of your 
doubt, which I wiſh we had had faithfally ſet down, that fo the 
World might not take that leave it does now of judging what 
it pleaſes concerning the tra Reaſons of your leaving us, | 
muſt follow you to that wherein you are more copious, the 
Method you uſtd for the refo/vingyour felf in your dowbrs, which 
you forgot to ſet down here. 


ä 8 
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GA 


His Account of Education and Imereſt examined and Refuted. 


Efore you enter on your Method you tell us yos had to very 
LI great things to conflict with, which were like ro prove 
greas obſtacles in this your inquiry after truth, Education and 


Intereſt, through Education ant Confidence in the Teachers you had &. ** 


been inured to, yow complain you had almoſt been hardened againſt 
the liſſening to any thing contrary to thoſe Precepts and Dottrinos 
: they had rooted in you, &c. 2 


0 To 


pag. 2. 


bag. 2. 
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To hear an old Man complain of Edcitien.cannot but be a 


little ſtrange, eſpecially from one who hath been a Teacher him- 


lf (as be diſdainfully I-muſt believe, calls our Clergy ) _ 
chance betwixt Thirty and Forty Years; if Twenty, nay Ten, 
far too much ſure for ſuch a complaint: and ins Church too, 
which permits and encourages her Clergy in the peruſing, can- 
vaſing and examining at Books of Controverſie betwixt her ſelf 
andthe Church of Rome, and which is more, obliges them to a 
peruſal and diligent examination of the Primitive Fathers by that 
very Canon you your ſelf quoted in your Preface, which I have put 
down alſo. (1:) But this is the common voice of the Converts young 
or ola, and therefore whether to purpoſe or no, zox muſt for 
company uſe it, tho ir be really ridiculous from one in your cir- 
camſtances, as I think Ihave made plain enough. And truly the 
complaint would far the handſomer become yow, now when you: 
are of 4 Church, that teaches her Members the pretty knack af 
captivating their anderſtanding, ſtopping their cars, and ſhutting 
their eyes againſt any thing that might convince them of the Er- 
ror they are in. I muſt confeſs that your Churehis not ſingular 
herein, the Turi practiſe it as ſtrickſy as yon, that they may ſe- 
cure their Members in their excellent and moſt {fe as they daubt- 
leſs think it) Communion and Religion of met. 
But ſuppoſe Education might be a Prejudice, and would give 
a man a great deal of trouble to rid himſelf of the Prepoſſeſſions 
it commonly inſtills into green heads, yours could not give you 
any, ſince Alexander like you cut the Knot that might have gi- 
ven you great trouble tounlooſe, by abſtracting your ſelf (when 
you entered on your Method) from your ſelf and Religion ro; 
which doubtleſs is both a quick and a ſure way of ridding a mans 
ſelf of the Prejudices from any Religion, by abſtracting himſelf 
from Religion, and looking on himſelf as a Man of no Religion. I 
cannot but applaud your Method of getting ſhut of the Prejudi- 
ces of Education, aud cannot but admire it as the moſt clever, 
ſwre, ſort, wnerring way that any man could take to get rid of 
Education, which I will now with you take leave of, and pals 


on to Intereſt, and ſee how yos ſerved it. 


And here again you are as conciſe with Intereſt, as you were 
before with Education, if a man may credit you- When / 
conſidered (ſay you) Solomon's Advice, buy the Truth, and ell 

. it 
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it not: [was cafily perſuaded to look Intereſt; as 4 thi 
worth nothing, &c. K And did you ſerver ſo? why then — 
to give you your due, you are an extraordinary Perſon among 
the Converts; one to whom an Eye to worlaly Intereſt cannot 
fairly be objected: and | ſuppoſe you are very willing and de- 
ſirous too, that the World ſhould have ſuch an Opinion of 
you; that ye have fairly quitted al purely for Conſcience ſake; 
that yes had to Livings indeed; but ſince you are convinced 
that oa aught not to be any longer a Cemmunicant with, much 
leſs a AMiniſter of, the Church of England, yow have ſacrificed 

hem both to the Intereſt of your Immortal Soul; that tho as the 
World now goes, it is the ſare and only way to Preſerments in 
Charch or State to continue a Member (at leaſt ourwardly) of 
the Church of Exgland ſo called, yet you for your part have, 
and do count all this worldly Interef}, as 4 thing worth nothing, 
and are reſolved to turn your back to it, ſo that you. may. bur 
provide for the Salvation of your Soul. 

This truly is the Picture of a very excellent Chriſtian, the 
only queſtion to be asked now is, whether it is Mr. Sclater's 
of Putney ; I am ſorry that I muſt acquaint the World, notwith- 
ſtanding your ſpeaking ſo contemptibly of Intereſt, that really 
it is no more yours than the man's in the Moon; for to be more 
ſerious with yos, with what face could 0 write this, when al- 
moſt all the — knows, that you hold both your Livings 
fill, tho you diſown your being ſo much as a Member of t 
Church of England; and how briskly you hefored and quarrel- 
led the Church of Worceſter, when they only deſired to fill the 
Care of Putney with a Minſter of the Church of England, which 
you denyed any longer to own your ſelf to be? 

A great many I am ſure, think you did very ill to hold thofe 
Boings in your preſent Condition, and I do aſſure you, it is in 
_—_ worſe to do it, and yet by writing to inſinuate to the 
World, that you have nor, but have accounted all worldly In- 
tereſt (the Profits of two Livings may be ſo named I hope) « 
4 thing worth nothing. Tow have not lot, or delivered up any 
worldly concern that I can hear of on this account, os be- 
lieve in as much probability as ever you did of getting more : 
if this be the way of ſlighting, and undervaluing Intereſt, I do 
aſſure you that al the Covetous, the Extortioners, and the world- 
ly Hypocrites do it as much as yon. CHa. 


(8). 


R 
Hu Met bod ſhewn to be Unreaſonable, 


12328 thenthis falſe as well as diſingennous account of your 
ſetting aſide, and ridding your ſelf of /gtereft, Imuſt be- 
gin the Examination of your Method of reſolving peur [elf in 
your Doubts, which indeed is ſurprizing from a Miniſter, and 
became Des Cartes as to matters of cha. ps 3 a litrle better, 
than it can do you or any oncelſtin Matters of Religion. Here 
(fay you) as I had abſtracted my ſelf from my ſelf and Religion 
beo, 4: 4 man ef no Religion, but contemplating all: I muſt lay all 
before me, and look ſtadionſiy pon them, &c. | 
If you mean by this account of your Method, that youteally 
put your ſelf into an abſtratted ſtate, and were really as of no 
Religion ſo of no Church at all during this your ſearch for a Com- 
»wnion wherein you might be afterwards ſafe, I muſt tell you, 
that as your Method was moſt extravagant, ſo it was of too 
ſhort a duration for your looking ft udionſiy, contemplating and 
comparing the two Communion; of England and Rome together, 
fince it is as certain that jo were at Maſs laſt Eaſter Day, 1686. 
as that you did give the Conmmunion at Putney Church on Palm 
Sanday before it, and therefore muſt have been a Afnifter, of 
the Chareh of England on the one Sunday, and a Member of the 
Church of Rome on the next, during the time betwixt which two 
Sundays I am certain you are far from being able to have con- 
ſidered and examined the Merits of the te Churches: you are 
not fo quick a Man, for all your pretended diſcovering at fut 
fight that all other Communions were evidently confuſion, - 
But allowing that during this ſearch you only, Ex Hpotheſ 
put your ſelf in ſuch a flate without leaving actually our Com- 
wanion till your Aſethod and Reaſons were over and ſatufattory,it 
was a very od Method for a Man that had been ſo lopgaMigir 
ſter, and was ſo old a Man, and would much handſom̃er have 
become you, were you coming over from P ny or Mate- 
meriſm, than from one Charch that evidently Vat the Cat halicł 
N a Have 


* 


1 

Faith to aöther. Whichſoever of the two Senſes was that 
which you deſigned, I am certain that the firſt was fit only for 
a Madman, and the other almaſt as much unbecoming an old 
Clergy: Man, who after Threeſcore (as I believe you are) 
falls to abſtracting and doubting, and ſuppoſing, as if he had 
been in a Dream all the reſt (and beſt part) of his Days, ſince 
he was in Orders: and at laſt when others begin to dote, be be- 
gins to dab, to ſcareh, and to make ſaving diſcoveries. 


pony C HA p. Iv. 
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dad Nat ni en HALEN I wag neee 

Ne Orrithſtaniing the Inconſiſtences in this eur tale, Which 

1 N.; are ſo many as would almoſt ruine any ones having the 

leaſt value for your Book, or for the Reaſons and Arguments in 

it; 1 moſt follow, and ſee how dexterouſly. yaw managed, or how 

well you uſed this your wonderous. Method, - Upon, reſerved g. 2, ;. 
Pristipie (ſa y you) ther Chriſt bath « Church upon earth; in my _ 
inquiry among ft my Brethren of the Church of England, (who were 

as much your Brethren. in this ſtate, and no more than they 

are Hebbef8 or Spinoza's,) I gave moſt attention'ta theſe Teachers 

on Wri mo reverence for Church Authority, &c. I ap- 
pealto.any-Man of ſenſe whether this paſſage does not fayour 
much more of a Man already a Papiſt, than of a mere:Scek» 

er; but to paſs that, Pray, Sir, what did you want, or what 

was you inquiring/for ? was it for the-Catholick Church, or for 

a ParticularCommuten, wherein you might be ſaſe? if for the 
Cathelick Char you needed not to be curious hom you in- 
quired of among our Teachers and Writers, ſince the meaneſt 

of them could readily have told you, that the Catbolick, Church 

is made up of all the Particular wt he. gr in the four 
quarters of. the. World, holding from Chriſt the only Head of her 

the true Faith, and Catholick Unity; ſo that if vou intended 

to find where ſhe was fixed, that ſo you might in neceſſity cell 

her your grievances; ſhs is confined to no place, being a Diffuſive pag. 5. 
Bog throughout the World. c 


If 


C10 ] 
If ydu wanted a Particalm Communion a true Member of the 
Catholith Charth whetewith ro communicate, and upon which 
to truſt your Safvation, — — land (Particular as ta 
lace, Catholich as to Faith und xine is que, fo dat your 
mquiry might here have ended, 'fince if you were a true A 
ber of Hers, you were at the ſume time as true a Member of rhe 
Cet hohe Charch, 8 | 
Here Imuſt take accaſion to tell you, that you ſeem by your 
Abſtrating your ſelf from yomr ſelf, to have wilder'd your (elf, 
and thence to have confounded the Notions of the-Gatholick 
and Particular Churches,while from our Saviour's promiſe that 
the Gates of Hell ſhould never prevail againſt the Catholick, Church, 
you argue the Chwrch muſt be one, which no body denies; that 
it muſt havt on Faith, which no Body — and Mat 
it muſt by virtue of Chriſt's e abide in this one 
Faith, nor is this deuied any more than che her nwo by _ 
our Church ; and what have you got hence? only that: Chr 
hath and will always have a'#r»e Charub upon Earth, which I 
know no Body ever denied. But here is the grand pinch, aui 
what ene mæy eaſityſte praimilr, and that is tohave this C- 
Mo lichObareb, and "Rowe do be all on and ib fan, 
whith we ſhall ſee ho o prove by andy... 
In the mean eime I miſt return to pou, where I left you 
quarrelling wicheur Church-· men, and ſer whether Loan make 


aud end of the Qarrel - Youſay thar you νẽ chat thoſꝭ of = 
our Churchebur bad me Nui fer Ohmich: Anthority,owicant 
their own, & You had done the Word a great æind- 


neſs, if you had told Who they werr you inquired of, and 
what were che Queries you put to them. I hope if you agked 
#fter the Cathelick Charobh, they did not tell youdhat the Ni- 
n Chuveh ef Enxland was the whole Catholic Oarth If you 
asked after a Particular Chuyob, ſure ly you cannutihlatne them 
for aſſerting the Auiboruy of their om Churob. When 


the ſame Queries to the Remiſh Teachers or Writers, did they re- 
ect their own Charches Authority, did not abe mn their own, 
when they would perſuade you to bir Communioa, os muchas 
ver Men did that Of 'owr Church, vhen you inquired among 
ben 2 where then is the fault ? hat d youchave had rw 
to do to pleaſe you? would you have had chu to n 
Churce 


ave had eee 
7 7 . at tio BGdy need to 


1 nee 
Fo 


otamus could fay,” | 
1 5 Wtite 4 Boob, and 


8 
e N + pl * 


der nas fo has ont 115 457 
wiſh to you had reſerv 180 14 7 27 rattin 
— ) BET 15 ron a man n What oh 


55 0 5 N fo,' when 
Er 77 that you 
py e th 


25 2721 

Gharches. | = Thr rs — — 

0 our ol: little thing cal- 

7725 1 f 9 it tteſt 
ranſubſtantiation.” 


uy th beld 
fave 


ee, erg 


vice. Peeks. of 
rrp 4 1 of, a, 975 as 
lſe.o 7 ö 
Canonical, w 12 1 6 r 71 2 2 and delivered 


down, to her as as Apotryphal, which 
— not alſo re je Nec 4 7 «4 the PE th, as the 


_ Eamon and moſt h"moſt ';ntomparably | 
proven roved i far, be W Tae nt Sea By a - 


N. 3 


Ng. 3. 


Mf- 564 


&c. Let the private Spirit 


all matters of Faith and Diſcipline,and tied up all her 


C 18 ] 
non of Scripture. And for Tradivions ſbe re jects none but ſ#cb, 
as have uo evidence, nor probability of their ever having been of 
uſe in the Primitive Church, or ſuch as are of "uo omen; in 
which caſe I never ſaw reaſon, why the National Church of Eu- 
gland hath not as much Authority herein to judge of theſe 
things, as the Church of Rome hey ſelf, who (for example ſake) 
hath left off giving the Communion to Infants, tho* a Tradition 
of the Catholick Charch. net Epos | 
So that I cannot for my Life ſee ; what you would fain, 
tho' moſt ridiculouſly, deduce from hence, that ali with us re- 
ſolved it ſelf into the Fudgment of « Private Spirit, and muſt be (1 
ſuppoſe you mean the Private Spirit muſt be, the” your words 
are far from bearing it ) the chief, or rather only ſupport of your 
Proteſtant Faith, &c. Since it is ſo palpably falſe, as I have juſt 
now ſhewn, nothing as to matters of Faith, Diſcipline, or 
Church Communion among w being either left to, or guided iy, or 


depending «pon am Man, how great, or how learned ſerver, hits 


private Spirs: ; and ſoridiculom, that I could not forgive ir any 
Man, that had not abſftratted himſelf from his reaſon? but to do 
you right, you have almoſt a mind to come off it with your 
Methowghtzand I am content without being angry that it ſhould 
paſs for your thought, the abſtratted-no- Religion Mans. 

You go on to ſhew that you could not perſuade your ſelf that 
Scripture alone could be the Fudge of Contreverſses,and reſolot your 
doubts, when the Private Spirit was made the Judge of Scriplura, 
excluded, will you admit it then? 
will you allow the Repreſentative Church of England to interpret 
in nem Emergencies, which. fell not within the care of Antiquity 


and the Four General Cowncils ? If you admit th, there fee 


be no diſpute, ſince long before your doubts, the Charch of 
England hath. by pablick, Authority interpreted the Seriptwre in 
embers ; 
hath in all the points of Controverſie betwirt w and Rome deter- 
mined, that the ſenſe of the Scripture is directly againſt hem, 
and for t: If you will not admit it, I ſhould be glad to ſee 
one reaſon againſt it, that would not « full fly in the face of 
the Church of — cite of the . ba 
As to the Miſchief upon this Principle Private Spirit, the 
Wars and Marders, K. You ought to have remembred —— 


' they call theiuſelves). Swbjettsz but enough of this, wherein you 
—— lead ſhould; chat i have infinitely the advantage- - 


- Of your hem Cburab as ta rintip e N 
-- | The reſule ir ſeems of your Inquiry a x among 


on reaſon or 


. Bod) elſe could do it for you? But notwithſtanding this 
elaine : = Boo 


ng, concemplating — 4 
— CE e * 
wdgment and Reaſon. J 1 


L130 
that Principle was not ſet up by, but againſt the Church of Eu- 
— and that it was not the Charch, but the dire and ſworn 
nemies thereof that committed all _ ontrages; yes cannot 
be ignorant that it was She only that ſuffered during that Rebel 
lien and Sthiſm : and therefore it is moſt unjuſt in yos to inſinu- 
atedas if. She was canſe of all that diſtraction, whereas nothing 
is more apparent than the contrary to it · And as to your Tan- 
m Religio, & c. I challenge you to ſhe w any one Principle of 
the Chureb of England that eucoutages, or does but glance to- 
wards Rebellion, Sodit ion, or. iſturbance of either Church or 
Srata: This Fl promiſe: you ſor every one, ll ne you Tep of 
Four new Church, Ill ſhew you doaneils for it, your own. af 
fame of all the Eurepean Conmeils, the Fourth of Laterey lead- pug. 4. 
ing the Vun Tour Pepes depoſing Princes, giving away their 
Kingders (as they have done our mare than once) ſetting up in 
Rebellion Son againſt Fa har. ſ'll ſhey you the Rebellious Haly 


 Leagueiin Francs, out King moſt barbarouſly Murdered by , a 


— C Sar Nin] ii a ſes Speech commending the 
cide : the Sorbons it ſelf making Reballious Decrets againſt the 
Two Harries of France, both Maſſacred by their Catholi 


ſearch Among. us 


was, that you could not comply with common reaſon if you did not pag. 4. 


diſclaim the 7ndgment of your own, or any Man's private Spirit 
& c. I have upon this bur one Queſtion to ask you, and that is 
how you came to hea Cacbeolichs if you diſclaimed your 

| 23232 ray who choſe your gui 
Church for you ; if vun diſe ad, enen ones olſe,pray 


5 


Or 
ug how 
our 


we find you buſie enough up and down the 
acting as if you never had dope any ſuch thing, 4cevering , 
Judging, complying, | ſuch ex- 
s private 


. 7 
* 


CHAP. v. 
— 


Enn Bithod fol- . ee —.— b 
| HE Fruit of all 
. 12 _ all your ſearch hitherto! hach boen only co 


ES *. — —— e — 
1 


Au- 

ſince before this you had * 

and ſtippoſed your ſe Has of v Relig- certainly 

no Chierch, But all this — a figure to being in 

the Noek, the I nigh tur ada — when one a 

. H might have had a word with h Gu 
2 your Roth , ' for nom . —— 


Joe You, would only have been mfermethby.zas, 
ether — Au dbur one Rock, and erhether 1 — 0 
Dong Orgen the He who tells me titat all the | 


Matth. "Well as Perry ; and what muſt ſay co 
05 = Farr: me other Apo Hes 
of ome; 

+= a in that at Rome, — | i 
1597. © Trina Fays) eee had a Ain ſeitled by 
( Cont. tet among them. I wi I might be ſo happy as to have a 
Her. l. 1. c. A Anfwer to theſe Q eries from yen on u ny ons elit. 

2) 3- Edit. gut for che are too buſie, gor che Text, 


bert. that re Se of Nel (which Tem by the bye 
N 2 ſincedfipou Mü 
rr yr docs, ſor any thing you can know re- 
Hate do . — bark « 


n {has that Ohnreh Has hut one Faith 5 which Lhavoalrea- 


a 281d yo Uburtch or er yr 'Andiwow'yourranted 

: fein youthonld have called 
N- 4+ 460d — the Church 
from her . — — bw er Interprecey- ef the Sacred 


Writings, &c. 
One would expect here in 4 thing of that moment ſome well 
mattaged Reaſons from Scripture, Reaſon, and the Conſent of An- 
tiquity 


11 
prove that the Chancb of Rome (Which van cunnatd 
ny that you mean here, ) was this Commiſſioned — 
inſtead of that, you think you do it — — 
—_ that withqus. ty.chere-would: be c an of Gontrewr ſes, 
bm ing ging. omar 4 Hoynared 
Faichs (without. ſuch an /sterpreter) whigh-you — you e 
von hawe; if Haring mean is i Church of England, 
—— = ving —— aſide Al tber — 
| eramining w bethet o the Two 
: Co dee 4er Raw, v might be ſafe 
witch I Im — that _— ge 0 than 
Ninety Nin: mi 


ert Sontansc, ſinoe the aith of the 
Church of har 9 (1 is —_ one, ſores as mach one as that of the 
Church of Rems her (i 
Aut ſor all this 
which maſt be 4s oy to Mane needles Diſputes, ſuch the 
Church of England 18 'a8 well as the 7 of R. And 
nom you want nothing but a Aeſinitian of her, + which you com- 
plain you.couldacs get prong 03, and rhexefore as ſorced to 
go to i. Books f Cathobaks':. As to the complaint I anſwer 
chat you aceded not tachave gant to the Carbolichs (as yau 
call ) iſinee the Church of nas de nit, on in hr Stiles 
will 1 think, ſatisſie bee Ca ＋ — 
4 Copgregation of Faubfs 
are both excladed) Adev, in — 
Fc Fuel and the Sacraments be duy Mini- 
uri Orginence .Candthatmuſt he by law full 
Paſtors]: in ell theſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite $0 the 


You could nat but kyaw of :this Definition of the Cherch of 


— | 


on kin not go to your Church Vet, pag. 5. 


e Man, while (d) it defines 2 Article 


Chrift, — 1 — bave ſhawn part icularqy, wherein it 
Dee — — ing either 
andes or 2 in the Church. Aut po{gueravcr is cn pra- 


ble to that which ia faad. And ſinoe yu would not be con- 
temed with owre, Ill cn t S. Ni. and ſee what reaſon it has 
to be preſer d ta that of the whole Church of Eng/and. 

The C Cbriſt is ene Society on Company of Men. 

The Viſible Church of Chriſt is Congregation 


S. N. 
Cb. of K. 


S. N. 


S. N. 


Cb. of E. 


pee. 6. 


C 167 
Linked and combined N 0 — Naias Ms 


an Faith. 


Ch. of E. Of Faithfull Met. . O. iH 10 bi 


And nas rep rg lawful e 
and the Sacraments be ay Adminiſtred — ro 
Chriſts Ordinance. 
Thus far we agree, as for S. Ns. addition of thoſe Puſtoroat: 
ſo under one Supreme Head Paſtor or Conſervator paces & weritatia, 
do yes of be prove it, and them put : into NY — «5 
being there #ow i#'no proof of che Truth of ve 
I perceive, were ſatisfied wien it, and think this Definition 
hath brought you to the Rock, harm done out buſineſs for 
ou. 
9 I have often heard indeed of Men diſputed into a Charch, of 
Men cajoled,and bf others threatned or frighted i imo — 
but muſt confeſs I never heard of any before ybu a 
to a Church, and truly it looks ſurprizing that a Man — 
like a Church for a Definitions ſake. Suppoſe your Definition 
prove falſe, are you reſolved to leave- that Church, and go to 
another that hath a better Definition? - If chis dur Aumour, 
w_ S-phifters would be too hard for yew, and u iiſto an 
Maze. Satisfied however yow are at — 1 
overjoyed at this Definition,that you forgot what was neceſſary 
for it, and that was te prove and to confirm it; inſtead o which 
yos fall into extravagant Praiſes, and a hurry of Words and Ecſta- 
ſes to ho purpoſe, 'whereas you neglect ro prove,\ Rirſt/ chat 
this is a bre and regular Definition, and Secondly; that x does 
belong to the Church of Rome ſo called excluſiversf (all other. 
Had you done this, you had acted like a Scholar, whereas the 
other rable of diſcoveries and abuſed Pſalms prove nothing at 
all, and would far better have become ſoweWomanor Port Con- 
vert than ye, who ſhould” pryvr theſe hinge, apd let chem 
which can do no better, admire. 
After your fir of Eeſtaßes is over, you ſeem forneehing willing 
to afford us ſome Teſtimonies of Antiquity, to hat purpoſe 1 
muſt now inquire that ſo we may avoid Confefion, and — 
ſhorten my Ae Bur here accordingts my on defign, 1 
muſt take leave of yoit Method of reſolving yourſelf in your 
__— being arrived at that, which I took leave for order 
and 


17 J. 
and clearneſt ſake to call che Reaſons of your Converſion, 
- which convinced you ſo far, as to leave ur Communion, and to 
eſpouſe that 'of Rome. I will rake leave of it with this Com- 
plement, that it really is the moſt admirable ono l ever heard 
of for a Clergy-Man of above Threeſcore. UGH) 


0 A p. VI. 


Hi Proofs of a Monarc bical Church under one Supreme Head from 
; Scripture Anſwered, 


== Fruit of your noble Mat bod, and the effect of all your 
Search hitherto hath been (as far as I can perceive) that 
yes have met with a Definition that pleaſes : Now except 
you take S. N. to be as infall:ble in making of Definitions, as the 
Tepe is ſaid by ſome (and perhaps believed by you) to be in mak- 
ng of Canons for the Church, and that you ought to ſubmit to 
his Definition, juſ as you do to the Popes Decyees, with all ſub- 
»:ſſion; without any ſcywple, or examination ; you know it wilt 
be expected from yow to prove this bis Deſi nition to be trace : I 
cannot date to think you ſo much a Madman as to believe S. 
Ns Infullibility at Definitions,” and therefore now do wait for 
your proof of theſe mo things. ) | 
Firſt, That ti, your eſponſed Definition is true, that is, that 
Chriſt his Catholich Church is Monarchical and governed ſupreme- 


ly by ont chief Paſtor, his Generalsſſims (a very fit Title in a lite- pag. 6. 


ral ſenſe for ſome of your Popes ) or Vicegerent here on Earth 
and Secondly, That chi Definition doth belong to the Church of 
Rome, and not tothe Church of England: Do but prove me the 
firft, and Ill forgive you the trouble of proving the Second, and 
beſtow it on you, as a Juſt reward for your pains about the 
rſt. 
F But before we begin, I muſt defire you to remember not to 
confound: Particular Churches with the Catholick Church, and 
not to take that as ſaid of the owr, which does certainly belong 
do the other. | 
You begin your Proofs with Scripture, which a Man may ea- 
| D ſily 


Mg · 7. 


page 7. 


82 
fily ſee is not at all on your ſide, you give us thence io few, 
and thaſe nothing to the purpoſe, For as to the firf our of 
Ad, the Second, Verſe 1. how that which is only an Hiſtorical 
Relation ſhould be a Heavenly Repreſentation, I cannot imagine. 
No Body will deny that they chat meet as the Apuſtia then 
were, # 7d a, in one place C not N ain#as you falſly 
quote it, and as ill tranſlate it, «t the ſame work] ſhould be as 
the Apoſtles then were iwowuedy of one accord, or of one mind; 
and wh ch is more, that every Particalar Church over the 
World ſhould be as to the Rule of Faith cpoWwusy of one mind; 
but] can never believe that for this reaſon they are, can, or 
ought to be d v ard, always meet at the ſame place, which 
your uſe of it would inſinuate, and muſt require the one as 
well as the other for your purpoſe. But what this is to a A 
narcbicel Charech with a ſwpreme Head | cannot gueſt z nor your 
other from St. Pauls frequent [mjunttions to his ſeveral Plantations, 
that they ſhould be al of one mind, und ſpeak, the ſara? things. You 
had done well to have quoted forme paſſages to have illuſtrated 
what yes ſay, or at leaſt to have put down ſome referentes in 
the ago, but this alaſs was not convenient, then even thoſe 
that ſw allow what you ſay without examining, could not avoid 
ſeeing the Fallecy ; for whereas St. Paul writing to Partienlar 
Churchts exhorts them to be at Unity among themſetves, you 
would fain turn it as if be ſhould exhort them as to a perticu- 
lars and circumſtances, to be at Unity or to have the funve with 
the other Churches ; as if 7 ML 
ſhould exhort them to be of the ſam mind, and to ſpeak the ſame. 
things with the Church of Corinth, with the Clurab at Tbeſſalo- 
nice, &c. Shew the, and INI yield the point ; but remember 
that if you mean of te fawewind andre e fame things 44 
to matters of Faith, this as it need not be proved, no Body gain- 
ſaying it, ſo ir does no ways ſerve what os cited it for, to preve 
a Monarchicai Church. 

It cannot appear otherwiſe than very ſtrange to all conſider- 
ing Perſons,that thefe People ſhould generally with fo much con- 
fidence aſmirm, that our S viaur leſt his Church in ſweb a condition 
with a Saprevee V7 over, and yet like yew, when they 
ſhould come to make the thing apparent from the Hſtory of 
thoſe firſt tives, penned to the Gofpels, Als and Epiſtles, — 

ſorc 


C19 ) 
forc'd to drop the proof of i, and to im Heir Readers 
a ſcrap os two out of rheſe wyitings, — the 

oftentimes. Ns will eaſily find that I mean this of 5; and [ 


muſt needs ſay that theſe your two proofr,] mean 4- 
non for they are far from Proofs, — 22 — 


— 
* Rm ** 


CHAP. VII. 
His Argument: fer 4 Monarchical Church ont of Amiquity refed. 


NE comfort however you ſeem to promiſe ns, that you 
O will make your Reader amends by your Teftiwemes out of 
the Fathers for your being ſo ſhorr, and ſo deſtitute of em 
from Scyiptere- Tou begin them in a quaine ſtile, which I be- 
here you took for a fancy. 7 followed (fay you) [muſt 
ronfeſs a loc off, ber 9 * Dang bter all gloria within) C . 
panions, that followed her,, rc. This paſſage is one of the plea- 
ſanteſt that l ever met with, and the fulleſt of Figure: I muſt 
profeſs, till I ſaw'your Beok, Ialways took St. Demi, /, 
td, Frenewd; &. for Members of the Church, and never in the 
leaſt dreamed that theſe perſons were hey Companions, or the 
Virgins that ave her Fellows : and] muſt own that it is che firſt 
time F ever heard of « Members being a companion te the Body, 
or that a Man without the breech of common ſenſe may ſay 
that his Handor Foot is a Companion of his 

Bur you, Sir, had been conremplating juſt the raviſmn 
— Kings D — horde within : andthe V — 
that be her Fellows and Companion; did ſo run in your head, that 
rr ani the reſt 


tis no wonder you miſtook Dranis the 


mention after h for the ern: Ar preſence 

owever we muſt let them paſs as /ach, whom you you 

tell us and [iſſewed what they ſaid of her,and overheard, Firſt, Diony- 
& 


fire the Arropeyite St. Pauls Scholar. 2dly- Clemens Noam, &c. 

Tis commonly ſaid it's ominous ſtumbling at the Threſhold, 
and a bad prefage to trip at the firſt attempt, and this truly is 
your very caſe, for it is a great miſtake you ſhould overhear ei- 


ther of them two uſing thoſe paſſages you mention, ſince neither of 
D 2 them 


— — — 
— — — — 


£C 20 | 
ben ever ſaid the things, St: Denni having never left am thing 
writ at all, nor St- Clemens any thing beſides his two (allowing 
the fragment of the Second to be his) Epiſtles: So that your 
two firſt quotations are pitifull Forgeries,as I ſhall hereafter prove: 
but granting, the e were true, and as e as you would 
have em: they are not one jot to your purpoſe. The fir of 
peg. 7. em ſay ing only that the Apiſtles d:fired their followers by their In- 
ſtructions might be partakers of the Divine Nature; the latter, that 


Fag. 8. Biſhops ſhou d obſerve the Orders left by the Apoſtles ; both which 


are nothing to the purpoſe of a Monarchical Church, but prove tho 
contrary, if it were worth the while to ſhew it. 6 ot 

peg. 8, Ignatius Saint and Martyr is the next you produce, from him 

you tell ue, that People in all things ſhould ſubmit to their Biſhop, 

that no Man can be partaker of the Euchariſt, that abſt ains from 

the Biſbops Altar. A Man would gueſs by theſe paſſages, that 

you had already forgot, hat you were about to prove. You 

were to prove that Chriſt left his Church under one particular 

Governour, and here yow prove that People muſt be — to 

peg, 8, their Biſbops. Ay but ſay you, St. Ignatius tells us there is but one 
Altar, and one Biſhop, as alſo that there ought to be but one Church 

and one Faith, which is in Chriſt, &c. and that ſurely is to the pur; 

poſe · This 1 utterly deny, I grant indeed St. Ignatius in his 

Epiftle to the Philadelphians [not as you have miſtaken it, to the 

Philippians ; to which Church he wrote no Epiſtie, tho ſome have 

coined one for him] doth ſpeak of one Altar and one Biſkop ; and 

you had done fairly to have cited the paſſage at large, as you 

did the other two, nothing to the purpoſe ; but this is a certain 

fign that runs almoſt through your Book, that where you only 

hint, or quote half, or put an &c. in the middle of a Sentence 

there al things will not be found fair. The paſſage then is this, 

3 (2) Be careful therefore (ſaith be ſpeaking to the Philadelphians,) 
9% tomake uſe of this one Emchariſt 2 for there is but one Fleſh of our 
ud k- Lord Feſms Chriſt,and one Cup to Communicate to us [or unite uu to] 
Neis his Blood: one Altar, a but one Biſhop with the Presbyters and Dea. 
Xn cons my fellow. ſervant:; that whatever ye do, ye may att according 

2 Fa Gods appointment. | 

Kvels nw} Ino xe, x, iy eier eig dr Te alud] Or wn ty Woragieton, o; At 


'EmnxonG dua my TipoBultely H ,v?’ Ava © id ee, N N wegan|s, 
Sc. nat. Ep. ad Philadelph. Edit, Veſſii. : ** 


Now 


Car J 

Now this peſſagg is ſo far from proving what you would have 
it, that there is hut ene Supreme Biſhop, who you ſay is he of 
Rome, that it aſſerts the direct contrary, for if it proves, as you 
ſay it does, that there is but one Altar and one Biſhop, I am as 
certain that it proves that one Biſhop to be the Byſbop of Phila- 
delphia, and that oye Altar to be this Biſbops, ſince be exhorts 
theſe Philadelphians to make uſe and keep to that Enchariſt, that 
was to be received from that one Altar, that did belong to that 
one Biſhop: and that one Biſhop l am ſure was the then Biſhop of 
F hiladelphia-\ I will not urge upon you any place of Ignatius, 
but will only ſay, and will be at any time ready to prove, that 
be that ces Ignatius for a defender of a Monarchical Churab un- 
der one Head on Earth, either hath not read Ignatius, or does not 
underſtand him. | 

What you urge from St, Cyprian is to no purpoſe, ſince eve- 
ry one owns that every: Member aug hi to keep the Unity of that 
Ghwrchto which he doth belong, and that no Man that is diſobe- 
dient to the Church bis Mother, will ever have God for his Father, 
Nor your long quotation from St. [renew, where your faculty pag. 8. 
of trauſlat ing aꝑpcars to be none of the beſt, This Preaching and 
this Faith, when the Church had heard. ſpread throwgh the whole 
World, ſhe diligently , Ait were dwelling in one Howſe ; te wit, 
having one Soul and ant Heart &c. which give me leave to alter a 
little to St: Irena his good ſenſe, and then you ſhall have my An- 
ſwer about it. Th Cathalicł ] Church having received this Preach- 
ing and this Faith, al 'bough' L ſhe be] dil perſed over the whole 
World, yet 75 and preſerves them as diligently, as if ſpe (were 


confined to or | did Inhabit a ſingle Homſe ; and ſhe doth believe them 
without any difference or diſagreement, as the ſhe had but one Soul, 
and but one Heart, and accordingly doth both preach, teach, and deli- 
wer theſe things, ¶ th:ſe Articles of Faith | ar if ſhe had but one 
Mouth, & c. Of all the paſſages in Antiquity, wonder what ill 
Fate put this piece of St-[renems in your way: had you conſidered 
it well, Jam ſure we ſhould not have met with it in qt Boa, 
ſince it does perfectly ruin the whole deſign of this part of 
your Book; for whereas the benefit you intended from it was to 
help you to prove that the Churchof Chriſt is Monarchical un- 
der a ſingle bead, there is nothing leſs here, and everything contra- 
ry ; for as it ſpeaks of the Catholic Church, as one throughthis 
Unity 


— 


L 

Unity of Faith, (> it proves (what we of the Church of Fng- 
lanaſo much contend for) that th Particular Churches of Germa- 
ny, Spain, France, Egypt «and the Eaſt, of 1 r 
Rome, aud rde re, do make wp this Catholick Charch, without 
the leaſt hit of a Head over them al}, or of any other Unity 
thanthatof Faith, the Light that doth, Hike the Sun, equally en- 
lighten every where: You will ſay perhaps that the Church of 
Rome is notexpreſly mentioned here, and that probably it is, 
becauſe all rhete Particular Charches mentioned are the ſeveral 
res of her Body which really is the ſame as the Catholick, Church, 
—neque be — to ſpoil this grounaſeſ Prerenoe, not to inſiſt on it that by 
ue in Me- the Churches conſtimtod in the middle of the World in this paſſage, 
io Mundi She as well as Jeruſalem, and the Churches bet ixr them is cer- 
* ** tainly intimated; I deſire you but to peruſe the Third er of 
5 Third Book againſt Herefies Having in the beginning of this 
Chapter urged againſt the Hereticks that'hone of the Apoſtles 
delivered to the Biſhops their Suceeſſours any ſuch things as 
chey impiouſly raught, and that he could ſhew this from the 
4 IN" "Y — — in all the Cherches,he thus ad- 
bes 2 — Omg ee dreſſes them, b Bur becanſeit is tov tedj- 

enumerare Fncceſſioner. Nome one in ſuch a Volume af this it to reckon 


4 & conſtirme Ecdeſia — 4 the Succeſfrons Churches, &e he 
nem, Sc. St. Iremrus . 3. 4. 3. cr. then reckons upt e very great and 
e 


Heres. Edit. Feuardent. 1627. 1 ancicut Church 


Sc. Peter and St Paxl,S&c- If this paſſage do not prove the — 
of Rome to be one of allthoſeCharches,and as Particular a Church, 
as any of the reſt, I wilſ for the future (as you did) abſtraf# my 
ſelf, and deny my Eyes as well as »y Reaſon. + | 
What — m Clemens of Alexandria and Tertullian, 
two of hoſe paſſages are ,and part lameiꝶ tranſlated 
are nothing at all to — boy odd ſpeak of the — 
tholickh, Charch as ene through the Unity of Faith, not a word of 
the Charchef Rome, or of her being that one Church under one 
Head Bifhep. 1 
pag. 5 The fame advantage and no more doth that from St. Chryſo- 
ſtom afford you, which ſays, The Apoſtle calls it rhe Church 
hes God, — ſew it may be reduced into one (Which — 
us, your leave I would expreſs thus, to ſbew, or hæving fhewed,that 
8 ongla to be at Unity, &c-. J All which is no more than ** 
the 


139 

the Manbers of the Chareb of Eng hand have faid a Hundred 
Thouſand times, that ev Church, as well as that as Corinth 
ought tobe at Unity, | . 

2 might have quoted our Collect for all Conditions of Men pag. 5. 
[0 God, the Creatour and Preſerver of all Mankind,&e.] inſtead 
of the paſſage out of Theodoret, only you had a mind to ſhew 
your great reading, otherwiſe or: Would have ſerved you to 
all the purpoſes this can, they beth ſaying the ſame thing, that is, 
not one ſ to yeur intentions. St, Ambreſi's and St. Hic. 
rome s are juſt the ſame, ſpo king that which ve of aur Church 
can deny, every member of it doth believe that there is one Ca- 
tholick and Apoſtoliok, Church, and at tte ſame time is as ready 
to profeſs, that be doth no more believe than any of the ri- 
witive Chriſtians ever did, that the Chureb of Nome is that 
Charch, or that that one Clarbotish and poſt olich, Church is go+ 
verned by owe | the iy of Rowe; which was 
the thing you were to prove, but tow. little vm have performed 
it, Idare appeal to any ene, that would but, as he reads, cons 
—— and compare your quotations, and what i have ſaid upon 
1 a * ne | | 


More Teftirbomies; it ſeems, you could mus; dutyou e. 10. 
ſay, it were too telinn, virher to write vr read, There it ano as 
ther reaſon why rhey#duld be tediom, and that ia, becauſe if 
they art no better the we have bad already, thry would 
have been n to the pu and to ſay theſe Teſtimonies you 
have preſented us are not v be brſt, would — your 
prudenceand/parrs, which wended not qo: Ont — 
ever you cannot tefraig gi ing us for godi 3 ſoaks; that of 
Conſtantine 1he Great, thoſe cui for the Unity of the Curboliciꝭ 
Chureb, and his moſt earneſt endeavouts for — all 
know and admite, and therefore *ewasndedtefs to recite, ſince 
it hath not ane ſjulabletoryour b, winch was me to prove, : 
what both fides afficin that there is a (Canbalicks Ohwros, but 
that the Charch of Rome is th C bali Charchigoverned by. 
one Sapreme Paſteur. Moni reſtat prolunum & aternim re- 


One thing l muſt defire of yos by reaſoof dheſo paſugen hat 
een ee eee 
Editions the Bookfare of which pr ddote vad the Ben you 

| pic 


Pag. 10. 


p48. I O. 


Chapter of Euſebiuss 3d Book of the Life of Conftantine, 


L241 
pick'd In out of z yen cite the 6ad Chapter; Valefps's Edition 
ſays it's the 64th : you quote the 63d, and he ſays it's the 65th 
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CHAP. VIII. 


. The Ridiculowſneſs of bis Attempt againft Proteſtant Communions 


Fe RY POE nn = 


H ERE, as tho ye had done wonders by your Authorities, 
A you not withouta ſecret vain glory, ſay, Nhat would j have 
once given to have found ſuch an Unity amongſt Proteſtants? to haue 
England, Scotland, Denmark Zethland, Geneva; Zurick, & 
bus Unios . Latui : ay t har fuummi hut one County. in my own dear 
Comntry, en perhaps une ſingle Family ſo united a Frot herboad, &c. | 
wiſh, Sir, chat it might have been my good fortune to have 
met ye ſometime with money in your Pocket in this generous 
mood, I do allure you that I would have been reaſonable, and 


for one Guinta, would lia ve proved it to you; or have ſorfeited 


4450, chat al theſe Charobes yon have reckoned up in the Norrk 


and Weſtern parts of Europe ate as much Veins Labii; as al the 
Proefs yon have tack d together do either prove or require; for to 
repeat the ſubſtance of them, there is none of them all doth ei · 
ther prove, or offer at it, that all the Particular Churubes of 
Chrift ſhouid have the {ane Caſtams; Riret, Cerrmonien and Dif- 
cipline withoht any difference one from another. That which 
they prove, and indeed there is but one that doth it clearly bat 
from treneaw, is that the Unity of the Catholic Church diſperſed: 
throughout the wotid, ar, which is the ſame thing, of all the 
Particular Churches every here vrhich do make up the Catho+ 
lick Church\was inand from the vn Faith, hich ſhe had from the 
Apoſtirs: and tis Baith was that which we call the Apoſtles Creed, 


a Summary of which St. [renew having ſet down in the Mort 


Chapter immediatly before this out of which you have your quo= 
tatidn, begins this Chapter as yon hade quoted tha ti Catholick 
Chareh,baving received this Preaching and this. Faiſ( tu mit, incia- 
ard in the Apuſtles Creed, doth preſerve it, and teach it iniolubiy, c. 


and 


[ 3F ] 
and at the end of this ſame Chapter, ( he 
tells us, that the Chareb was fo much 
UOnins Labii ( as your pbraſe is) in th.s 
Faith, that neither He that was more elo- ſiper Magiftrum oft : 


+ ++ ©, 4, neque.. qui, walde pr t in 
Sermone ex ii qui præſum Eccldſiv, 
alia quam bec ſunt, dicet. Nero enim 


infirmus 


ut among the Paſtors of the Church, will in dicends deminorabit Th aditionem, 
Fotos teach ay things different from theſt Cum eum uns & eadem fider ſit, ne- 
(Articlesof Faith] for no Man is above 1## porn ed 7255 — 
his Maſter : nor he that is li expert, wil 4e, : NN an. Wark re n 


diminiſh any thing from this [ Faith deli- Edit. Feuard. 

vered or] Tradition. For fince the Faith i: 10} 4:40 
one and the ſame, nether be that can ſay: moſt abant it, doth: add. 
any thing to it; nor be that can ſay leaſt doth take any thing framit. 


This Faith then (to uſe St-{Hreness's ſimile) like the Sun, enlight- ** 


ens all parts of the world, ſhines to them all, and doth influence 
all with her one Faith, as with a common heat, and makes all that 
embrace it throughout the wor ld to become the conſtitueut part 
of the Catholic Cburcb. | ern bh ny v 7 i, . 4 ah 
By this time Ido not queſtion: but that you think your G. 
nea might have been in danger, ſince no man that hath common 


ſenſe can deny, that the Charches of England, Denmark, Swed-, 


land and the reſt are Unia Labii in this Fauh, wh ch is equally 
embraced and profefied by them, and therefore hath the ſame in- 
fluence over them, that it had over the ſeveral Churches in St. Ire. 
na us his time, to make thewirac Members oſ the Catholic Chareh, 
So that as all your money would have been loſt on this account, 
ſo your Puty over your own dear Country is not only loſt but chil- 
diſh and ridicalous too, and would far handſomer have become 
a Womanthat never ſaw farther than her Pſalter than you that 
-pretend to ſuch a large knowl:dve.inr Fathers and Divinity. 


But tho' your Pity were loſt, you are reſolved your Connery peg. 10. 
ſral not want your hearty prayers, that true Charity- may poſſeſs 11. 


their hearts,and that there may be a moſt holy love planted, nd reig u- 
ing in their hearts for ever, &c. I uſed to think it was the opini- 
on of the Church of Rome and her Party, that we of the Church of 
England wanted the true Faith, if ſo, hes are not then ſo chari- 
table for all your Pretences as you might be, and alittle petition, 
that trace Faith, as well as true Charity may poſſeſs our hearts, 
would not be ſo very much, or ſo troubleſome for 30, now 
you are on our Reck,, to put up for _ Bur perhaps your opinion is, 

that 


[26] 
that our Faith is good enough in «bir Charch, only that ve are 
uf i. natartd, wincharit able Church, and therefote want fuck un 
Oratour as jos to obrain for us the Gift of Choricy. But do we, 
want Charity ſo much more, than our neighbours a Rome? God. 
will one day judge, and ſet the World do it in the mean time, 
whether r or they want it more, they chat damm all beſicles their 
own Church, of we that hold that cu bey m be ſoved.' And 
for our Faith neithet (hall we need to flatter our /elwes; by and 
by we ſhall be called to aceount by yos about it, and proved to 
our ſorrow to want that altogether as much as Chur, fo that 
2 mean time ho ard yos the compaſſionate, ant charitable 
* * A 18 [4.2 WEL rudy 
'Tis no wonder that one that hath made ſo great a miſtake, 
as to ſay, there is uv Unity among the Reformed Commuttions, 
_ſhould make ſuch ado to make the Church of Rame appear great. 
reckoning up all be Univerſities, Biſbopricks, dc. that ewn and 
ubmit to the Pope's 7uriſdittion. I have nat ſo much time ty, 
triſle away as to examine whether your Auſttr be riglit; all 
that it proves is, that a great n Churches that by the Rates of 
Chriftianity, and by the ancient Laws of the Cathulick Church were 
free und indepradent; do now1abour (willingly or unwillingly I 
do not pretend to know) under the on of the:Charch of 
Rome and her Vhiiberſal Biſhop, which Tirke Gregoty the Great, 
himſelf a Bt of that Ser, Antichriſtian. When you 
reckon Sicilj and it. 3 ovght to have remembred,. 
that they hade a Supreme of ther own, the King of Spain 
(who is therefore once a year excommunicated by the ather Su- 
pretive "Head dt Rume, but, for \quietneſs ſake, as conſtantly the 
next day abſolved) whoatts as ſapremeiy and Dudependently there, 
as the Pope himſelf does in Re or any part of Itah. But ii 
perchance you did not know; and therefore twould be very un- 
renſonable to expect a true account of it from you. = 


,  ——————————— 
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A Digreſſion, wherein ts b that the Charch Rome! is a par- 


e Church, that the Vnity amo ee 
̃ Cburches was in Faith 01 


Yun ner next deſign, If underſtand vou IG ist 

| "the 8 cy of the Biſhop of Rome. But before Tu 

take to talk h 85 about that; I will take leave to AE a 

Digreſſiop, the Defign of which ſhall be fo ſhew you {that 1 

m ST noe bi employ ployed in pet hor yore oe 

how mot ve heen miſtaken about your Notion of the 
tek Core, "and how mi cel that Definition of S. N. 

or e 'Romifh Miſſionaries have itnpoſed upon you. 

will contract it as much as l da Care ot how & I av . 

8 but clear and in 2 k a V. 

things t herefore? to make 
Fit, et the ea of Non in the = * 


bei | 
econdly,” at'as an Unity 21475 ith was always 
crore? 22 N mo Ar , e th RY 
re in tho Doe Raw, ahy 
ae of, 4 Fetter tb Practices, — 


20 iu pline — ſuch t Aches the articylar Churches 
fan an bath oy e Fes de Unity 
| 3 The ET Hog 


Ferry RY 6 ahmed to at- 
if L Had a Mother, it W 
RE [io fringe | wow 


. 7 TL Kit 
ſes cape theleatt Mi nthe Ch f R bens 7 155 
cular 1 1 any of it neighbours j' ſuch Lam fre St 7 — 
chou t it to both 5 8855 rote his Epiſtle 

- {Fea eee en he 


ed nnd ft e * coat 

5: ok the n Ititt 40 

. 3 rh: rae fs | wrote tg 
7 it belt Want em there; i t wirlt 


looked upon to Be's F Gturch, 4 0 bey ka. 1 


C28] 
The tber two, and not one ſyllable is there to be met with in 
theſe three beſt Monuments of Antiquity ( as far as Ican ſee ) 
that does at all advance her above the common level of the o- 
ther hey ſiſter Churches, or inthe leaſt hint her any ways being 
the Miſtref, or Mother of them all, as the late and our modern 
Wiſe· wen are-pleaſed.toſay ſhe is, but for proving it are wil- 
ling tobe excuſed. _ | 

I queſtion not but what I have cited out of St. Irenaus proves 
the ſentimert of him and his time to have been, that ſhe was a 
particular Church among the reſt in the world; he was certgin- 

F lrenæus jy of this n . the Hereticks that it would . 

a. ray tedious to reckon up the Succeſſions of ALL the CHURCHES, 
he puts down that of Rome, Which he could not have done, had 

not ſhe been one of thoſe Al he there mentions. , I will but pro- 

- 1. :415.* 2.15 7 2:1uce one mare npon. this too evident a 

d — Elexrergo origin. Ecler point, Tertullian d, who challenging the 
ſuarum : y 5) einem Epiſcoperum:  Hereticks tp ſhew the Original of their 
fuorum its fer Lachner ab initio 4e. Churches, the Succeſſion of their Biſhops in 

curremem, al ; ile Epiſcepus ali- 4 line ther * 

quem ex lr ver Apoftolicis vi- 4 direft line from either an Apeſtle, er 

ru, Oc. babnerit guſtertm (& 4 Apeſtelical Perſon that always kept with- 


cem. Hoc enim mage Ecleſiz. Wea in the Unity of the Church; tells them the 

— ca, fo. deferens en e eee could do this ; for ex- 

Groun ab Jens — — — ample the Church ef Smyrna that had Po- 

Sicut Romanum Clementem 4 Pe- lycarp placed there [for their firſt. Biſhop] 

tro erdina ah The” Se. John, the Church of Rome that had 
. 4 are” 


Derr ern, Oc. Tei f Gs ordained by St. Peter, and for the 
ere "Bi we, "reſt of tho'e Churc . he tho 45 rhe 
A % CENTS q 6. 9 5 N e * 1 0 
2 Pn pass now to the ſecond point to ſhew, That a an Unity 
in Faith was always required in every Particular Church to make it 
Se part of the Carbolick Church, ſo there were inthoſe primitive 
times elmays fewnd,. and alt allemed , Differences a to Pra- 
tice and Ceremonies, Diſcipline and ſuch things between the ſe- 
oe particular Churches wit hout am breach of Catholick Peace 
OF. N heron th 
| A Unity by Faith, I need not much, if ar all, inſiſt 
S. Irenzus PPOA de p nof of t, ſineg N neceſſary to the be- 
Cent. Har. Ng 3 Amber of the Gatholich,Church : Sc. Irena in the Chap- 
& r.c.3- ter you. and 1 quoted, doth. ſufficiently, prove that it was the 


Faith 


L 29 ] 
Faith received from the Apoſtles, that made the Church one; that 
it was that which enlightned, and therefore ſaved every partics- 
, larChurchas well as particalar Perſon; No Man ſpeaks more of 
the heauty and neceſſity of Vnity, and yet that He meant it 
only as to an Unity of Faith, is very apparent from that fa- 
mous Epiſtle to Vitor Biſhop of Rome, who had moſt imprudent- 
ly & irregularly. excommunicated the Aſatick Charches for not 
keeping 7770 at the ſame time He and moſt other Chriſtians did. 
In (hee Epiſtle he tells Vitor that before bs time, All Churches 
tho" feral of em differing in this t 55 of the time of obſerving Ea- 
fer Preſerved Cat holick Peace, and did communicate one with ano- 
ther, notwithſtanding ſuch a difference. He 
give him the Inſtance (in this ſame 72 
of St. Polycarp and Ancetws, who differ 


Neque enim de Die ( vit. celebr. - 
Paſch. ) ſolum controverſia oft, ſe 
am de forma ifpſa Fejunit. Quidem 


ing and reſolved ſo to continue in, his 
point, did moſt lovingly communicate 
together at Rome it ſelf: Anicetw,as a 


enim exiſtimans unico die fibi eſſe jeju- 


nandum : ail duobus, alii pluribus 
—nibilominut tamen & onnes\ ifti 
pacem inter ſe retinuerunt, & nos in- 


articular mark of u and Brother- — eggs 7 
Love, permitting St-Polycarp to Con- 

e ele Exchariſt in h's Church and + proper A! 
ſtead; and did as lovingly part, He fur- 4-1. 5. c. 24. Ed. Vater. 
ther informs him, that it was not about — 

the time of obſerving Eaſter only that there were Differences be- 
between particular Churches: he mentions the much greater 
variety in the greatduty of Faſting, that ſome faſted but one Day, 
ſome two, others more: yet did however preſerve Peace and Uni- 
fy with all that differed from them; and ſo he ſays, they ſtill 
did continue to do in his time: and concludes this Narrative 
thus, That the Diverſity of their Faſts did commend the Unity 
of their Faith; than which l could never deſire a more evident 
proof for what I have affirmed, that different Cuſtoms were 
found and allowed of in the different particular Churches with- 
out breach of Catbelick Unity and Communion 

Tertullian is as expreſs in both points of the Unity of Faith,and 

diverſity of Diſcipline and Cuſtoms,that tho? the 2 is neceſſary 
to al Churches, yet that the other is law full and practiſed in dif- 
ferent Communions. © The Rule of Faith 
( ſays he) i altogether one, immovyeable, 


ubroren | Fi 
N. E 


e Regula quidem Fidei una min 
fol a — & irreformabilis, 


& uncapable of any Reformation or Altera- credendi ſcilicet in unicum Deum: 


tion, 


ꝶ» =O EO 
ine Lege Fide} munente cetera fam tibn after which he ſets down an Abridg- 
dig e e be, mee fas Iran had one done] of 

; Ii the ApoſtlesCreedand then proceeds has 
gin. valand ii c. i. Kar Fe Las, Bee: 5 L. Nie "of Faith 
continuing firm, the other matters of tle and Mariners do 
admit of Correction or Amendment. Theſt do ethinent Writers 
are fo clear and convincing in this matter, that PIl wave the 
producing any more Authorities to this purpoſe beſides that of 
the very eminent and famous Firmilian Biſhop of the Cappads- 
; cian Ceſarea, * who in an 725 to St. 
af rn Rome, Coptin, edge World, thr Fey 
rigine tradite, & fruſtre Apoſtolorum the Romi Church id not obſerye in 
aucterit atem pretendere ;_ ſcire quis eti- all things what had beep delivered from the 
am inde puteft, quod circa celebrandes beginning (J pray then what's 25 

0 


e 
dies Paſche, circa multa alia di- . . ; Bf: 
vine el Cecremente, wideat ofſe n your Palladiam, Tradition) and'r Ar 


ag they did to no purpoſe pretend the Author: 
F of the 4poſits: be ihflabee? Docy rhe 08. 
lymis obſerventur. Secundum quod in ſeryation of Eaſter, and lays further to 
ceteris quogue plurimis r their charge ſome 11 about man 
yok y pr — ot her divine affairs and 4dminiſtrations, 
a 5 ' proptecr | : 2 
hoc ab Eccleſie Catholicæ pace atque uni- and ſays that they do not obſerve the { ane 
rare aliquando diſceſſum eſt. Firmiliani Cuſtoms that are ar Jeruſalem. This he 
Epiftols Cypriaho, inter Epift. Cypti- mentions not to blame them for them, 
ani 75. N 270. Laus. Oxon, but to reprove their Pride and their di- 
ſturbing che Peace and Unity of the Catholic Church. by breaking 
Communion with other Churches upon ſuch. account i, for in the 
next words to theſe I cite, himſelf mentions that in vel mam - 


Cum unaſit they pe pony things were varied according to the diverſity. of 


— _ places and names, (men) howtver that the Pease and Unity of the 
| ny Carholick, Church mas not hereby broken ; Tp dts NE. 1 
verſe conſuetud ines, & c. 3. Interrogatio Auguſtini ad Gregor, Mx. 


\ 3.J*?? 
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* 4 mn. ** — . 
— 


n 
45 1 nqwuiry into Roman Unity under their Dict ator. 


He pow diſcharged my ſelf of my digreſſion, and ſa - 
tisfactorily 1 hope proved that which I undertook in it. 
I do now paſs to your Anſter of all theſe places and perſons un- 
der the Pepe, the Unity of which, your aſſurance is, doth 
hence proceed, hecanſe they ſubmit themſelves to the Judzment 


and Regulation of ont Diftator,, who conſerves the ancient Decrees Bas · 11. 


of Gexnernl Councils, depoſoted with him by the whole Church, from 
whom if any ow or wall irregularly, he is ſeuered and cut off 
from the reſt of the Members, &c. 
That the ſabmiſien of all thoſe Churches you mention to the 
Difator at Rome, is the cauſe of chat Unity you ſay is 
them, no Body does deny any more, than that «ll the Philoſo- 
— among the Heui hens would have been as much at Vnicy, 
they made Ariſtippns or Pyrrho their Vaiverſal Dictator, and 
reſolved never to think, ſpeak or write beſides what he was 
eaſed to command or teach zhew. The Queſtion betwixt us 
is, whether Chriſt did leave bis Church in a Moanarchical State 
under the ſole ordering of St. Peter at firſt, to be continued a- 
ter his deceaſe under the ſucceſſive Biſhops of Rome; and this is 
the thing to be proved; as for what you talk about the Roman 
Di&ators keeping and managing the Canons of Ger Comncils, 
Iqueſtion not before we part upon this head to prove your Rea- 
ſons for it either falſe, or ridiculows. 

But before we go any further, is the Charch of Rome really 
at that Unity that ane might expect from its having ſuch an Vni- 
verſal Diftator over it? I tro not; for did you never hear of 
that long bandying (which perhaps is not ended) about the I- 
maculate Conception; nor of the violent Feuds betwixt the an- 

ſeniſts and Moliniſts, which for all the Popes determination conti- 

nue to this Day? Is that whole Community agreed about the 

_ Infallibility? How is it then that ſome are for the Perſonal In- 
fallibilty of the Biſhop of Rome as ſuch ; ſome that He is fo = 


[ 38 ] 
ly in Cathedra; ſome that only a General Council is ſuch? Are 
they agreed about his Fariſdifion? How is it then that ſome put 
bim under, and others above a General Council? Is his Supremacy 
determined wherein it doth conſiſt? Whence is it then that 
the Clergy of France ſo lately made Determinations for the Limi- 
tarion of it, and to deny his Depeſing Power, of Medling in Tem- 
porals: And the Clergy of Hun ary under the Arch-Fiſbop of 
Gran did 1684. Condemn the Determinations of France, to 
omit the /ngu;ſition of Toledo doing the ſame thing again them ? 
What was the reaſon that the Pope, who is Did ator, and might 
with a word as ſ#ch ſilence theſe Dwarrel;, ſuffers theſe contr 
Determinations, but that he hath wit Enough to know thar &s 
is not fo much a Di#ator, as Mr. Sclater makes him, in France, 
and that bs Bulls would ſignifie no more there about theſe things, 
than thy did about the Regale · Are not the Profeſſed' Members 
of that Communion for all their Difator ſtill quarrelling and ban- 
dy ing one agamſt another, witneſs the Satyrs and virulent Libeli 
betwixt the Peſuites and the Carmelites, to paſs by the more per- 
ſonal ones bet wixt Aaimbourgh and Schelſtreat, bet wixt Al. xan- 
der Natalis ard Deng hien, betwixt Arnauld and Malcbranch , 1 
will but ask you one queſtion, why all F. Alexandre Noel s 
Books, wherein he hath done all he can to vindicate their Reli- 
gion, were «ll condemned to the Fire not rc i one by this 
_ Breve in Eighty Four, I doubt we ſhall find that Doctor 
differ about the depeſing Power and the Popts Supremacy in the bo- 
ſome of the Church of Rome it ſelf : and that the French did not 
ſubmit quietly to the Cond. mnation of their Determin «tions by 
the Clergy of Hangary- 

Tub. ſe thinzs perchance are moſt of em news to ye, and 
theretore you cannot be blamed for thinking or writing that 
they ate at Vnity under their Diftator at Rome, becauſe you knew 
no better; but if yow be angry and ſay you did know them, I 
deſire to know how e could ſay that the Members of that 
Church to ſuomit to that Dictator, and are at Unity under bim, 
whereas. the Inſtances] have given are more than enongh to con- 
Vince, that w'at you have written is but a Dream, and your own 


confid.nt miſt. Kc. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XI. 


Arguments from the Three firſt Centuries and the beginning of 
the Fourth, for St. Peter's Supremacy, anſwered, 


5 leave this and proceed in your Book, your buſineſs be- 
ing as I told you above, to prove that Cbriſt left his 
Church in a Monarchical State under the ſole ordering of St. Pe- 
ter at firſt, to be continued after his deceaſe under the ſucceſſi ve 
Biſhops of Rome : It is ſtrange to ſee how confuſedly you go 
about ir, but much ſtranger that you ſhouid begin with St. Den- 
vii, and not with the Scripture. But I am afraid this Book it [elf, 
as well as the private Spirit that uſed to ſenſe it, are now diſteſt- 
ed by you alike, and that it is look d upon as a far more dau- 
gerow than »ſefull Book, and ſo fitteſt to be ſer aſide, where 
there is no abſolute neceſſity of bringing i upon the Stage. 

For your 2 from St. Deunit, you know my mind al- p- 11 
ready, and we (hall have occaſion by and by to talk a little 
more about him, St. Irenexs his Teſtimony had come in I. 11. 
think, a little better under your laſt Head among your Teſti- 
monies for the Unity of Catholick Church. But how it 
proves St. Peter's Supremacy I cannot deviſe „ EXCEPT you can 
prove that St. Peter and St, Paul were but One Individual, and 
make them two into ove Man, as ( p. 76.) you have made Sro- 
tus Erigena into two : Nor is there a word fore about Swprema- 

; all chat Irenexs (aith is, ® that St, Pe- | 

ter and St. Paul by their joint endeavours „ Ou vmults e, N cltoddus- 
having founded that Church made Linus Bi- paler Gor e Romer] Aly _ 150 
ſhop there, &c. which place ſeems to (if End Mera yies — — 
it really do not.) exclude St. Peter's be- ken. e. Her. J. 3. c. 3. Eder. Feund. 
ing Biſhop there himſelf at all, fo far is 

it from proving his Suprenuacy. 

But if it will not ſerve for this purpoſe, let's ſee what it will 
doe for to prove the Catholick Church to be Monagehical, and no 
other than the Church of Rome. You found ( lay you) Irene- 
r Tl venture to put in, ſaying, 3 witho 1: it or ſuch _ 

a mu 


( 34 3 
I muſt confeſs that T cannot make Engliſh out of your Period,] 
that it was of neceſſity that edery Church ſhoutd agree” with the 
Church of Rome, &c. Your tranſlation here 1 cannot admit, 
for convenire ad hanc Eccleſiam is ſurely to come up to this Church 3 
the reaſon of which St. Irenaus makes the potentior Principalit as 
(which I wonder you ſhould omit in yow Tranſlation ) the 
more powerfull Principality, the Supreme Civil Government , Rome 
then being the Imperial City of the World, and the Seat of 
the Senate and chief pudicatures, which muſt of neceſſity bri 
People, Chriſtians as well as others, thither from all parts, anc 
therefore make the Cłurch of Rome a moſt viſible and eminent 
Church, and fo the fitteſt for St. renews his defign againſt the 
Hereticks, when be had obliged himſelf to reckon up the Suc- 
ceſſion Of one among the ſeveral Apoſtolical Churches of the 
World. 

I am not ignorant your now party are very earneſt upon this 
place, and very deſirous to have it believed that by potentior 
Principalitas here is meant the Dignity and 7uriſai&:on of the 
Church at Rome over all other Churches, and that therefore they 
ſhould reſort to her as to their Head and Aliſtreſti. But not to 
inſiſt on the Inconſiſtency of ſuch a ſenſe of theſe words with 
all the accounts we have of thi and the reſt of the Apoſtolical 
Churches from the pareſ# Antiquity (which I could eaſily ſhew, 
had T room here, ) I onely ask them, what every Church was 
to go thither for? Was it for the Catholick Faith > that Saint 

bh Jrenaus affures us they, every one had at 


* Traditionem igitur Apoftolorum mm home, the Apoſtles after their Churches 
e mundo manifeſtaram in omni Ec- planted delivering to them the true Faith, 


7 nib i, Nc. 


tren. cont, Har. I. 3. c. 3. 


olably by them, and therefore no need to 
go to Rome for it. Was it for Diſcipline? There was as little 
need for their going about this as for the other, ſince in the e- 
veral Churches which they planted , the Apoſtles ordained them 
Biſhops , delivering to them * ſuwm ipforum locmm Magifterit , 
their own place and power of {ariſdittion , which certainly was for 
Diſcipline. If they of your Party can invent any other buſineſs 
for their going hither , I do not queſtion but that 9 of aur 


writers will be able to refell ir, as ſoon as mentioned, 
By 


[33] | 
By this time you have taken leave of St. Peter, nad ate pot 
to that, which you will begin again no pager bence, to prove 
the Primacy did not che with for truly I cannot 
but admire you: but muſt however take your ments, 
as they come. Well then you ſay of St. Clemens , that under 

him 4 great diſſention ariſing the Corinthians, He wrote power-pag. t. 
full Letters [I wiſh you had told us how many, Euſebius that had 
almoſt as good opportunities as you, heard bur of oe, and we 
commonly think it was bat ove that be wrote on this account] 
to them, compelling them to Peace, repairing their Faith, and declaring 
what Tradition they had lately received from the Apoſtles, 2 Thus 
Teſtimony , to give it its due, if * can but paſs Muſter , will 
do your buſineſs , this compelling looks as if a Generaliſſimo had 
to doe about it, and this repairing their Faith (hews as clear as 
the Sun, that the Biſhops of Rome had the (ole 7 of the 
Apoſtolical Faith and Tradition, that ſo if awy Church had loſt it, 
they might know whicher to go to have it repaired; a much 
nobler Province than that of conſerving the ancient Decrees of Gene- 
ral Councils. 

But is all chis certainly true > why did you not then give us 
the paſſages where St. Clemens is ſo briah upon the Corinthians ? 
no, Hir, if you had, they mult have been of your own making 
for I am pretty certain there is n ſuch behaviour in that letter, 
but the dire& contrary. I have particularly peruſed it upon this 
very accaſion\, and can meet with nothing, but u Argu- 
ments there, ſuch as might have become any other Biſhop as 
well as him; and therefore I muſt take the freedom to tell 
you , that, I do not believe v have read this Epiſtle over, and 
that it was thoſe you tranſcribed that impoſed upon vo, as you 
have done upon your Reader: and the /ame opinion I muſt have 
of your ext Teftimany from Tertullian, for could any but ene 
that is a ſtranger to that particular Book, ( as well as to the ref 
of hi Writings, as I believe I ſhall find yo» ) quote him cal 
ling the Biſhop of Rome Pontifex Maximus , Biſhop of Biſhops , 
bonus Paſtor and benedifins Papa, when the Biſhip of Rome is not 
| once mentioned in this Tra; but granting him to be aimed at 
| there, is it not as plane that all theſe Titles are given pureh in de- 

riſion ¶ and therefore prove nothing to your pu ] by De Pudid- 
Tertullian no 2a Hrratick, 1 ths Trat ridiculing the 12. 
2 diſcipline 


4 2 | 
diſtipline of the Catholick Church? You might with as good a 
face have cited St.-Cyprian and the African Biſhops in Conncil 
with him calling the Bi/hop of Rome Biſhop of Biſhops , for him 
I verily believe they meant there, tho they did not name him 
but that there was ſuch a ſting in the tail of theſe BiHops Pre- 
face to their Council, as would have ſpoiled all yowr defigns , 
and have blown away all your groundleſs tal about a Swpre- 
macy; for after they had 1 to give their own opinions 
concerning what they were met about, without judging herr, 
or denying to communicate with theft that might be of a fr. 
rent 7udement , and had ſaid that none of them made himſelf Bi- 
ſhop of Biſhops , or attempted to fright any of their Brother- 
43235 into an Obedience, or Submiſſion to their Opinion , ( by 
which expreſſions they more than ſeem to wipe the B:/hop of 
Reme ) they give the reaſon of this their temper and moderati- 
tion, becanſe every Biſhop — had his own 
_ _ 1 Lon 2 Free- will, and could no more be judged 6 

ro cent ta at ſug, ' > 
os — 2 — Los 2 another | the Biſhop of Rome himſe f 
ab alio nn poſſit , quam nec ipſe poteſt NOL excepted, ] than judge another ¶ Bi- 
judicare. Sed expellemus uni beni Ju. ſhop ] and upon this conclude for them- 
dicium Domini mſtri Jeſu Chriſti, qut felves, that they muſt all expect the Pudg- 


babe t - l 
ned Hog 2 ment of our Lord feſus Chriſt, who alone 


one, (& de add nitro judicandi. Con- had the power 4s of making them Biſhops 

cil. Carthag. Epiſcoporum 87. A. D. for the Government of his Church, ſo of 

256. apud Cypriaauum, 7. 229. Edit. calling them te an account for their dif 

— charge of the care and emploiment he had 

placed them in. | | 

There is no-one that hath read St. Cyprian and conſidered 

him, that will not grant I might eaſily bring twenty places as 

evident as this for the Equality and Independency of Biſhops: But 

EF muſt remember my task is to anfwer yours, not to Write a 

Book on this ſubject. However this I could not omit - there- 

„ 12 by to obviate your quotation from him as if he ſhould ſay the 

gg. Church of Rome is the Mother and Root of the Carbolick, Church |, 

Cornelio, whereas his advice ( as he tells Cornelius here) to thoſe perfons 

Edit. Ox- was, upon his having communicated: to them the Legality of 

on Pamel. Cornelius his Ordination about which there had been ſo much 
* diſſention, to keep to Unity the Mother and Root of the Catholick 

Church; and therefore to communicate with Cornelius who 8 N 

a Cat 0 
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a Catholick Biſhop, and not with the Schiſmaticks who did not 
7 4 the Unity of the Church, for the perſuading of whom 
to ſuch Unity he had (ene. among them Caldonivs and Fortunatut. 
A man would gueſs from your ſaying that Conn goes on, and 
adviſes the” Biſhops of Numidia, c. that this Epiſtle had been 
writ to them, but this is but another touch of wr bil, and 
reading the Authowrs you quote. 

But now you are returned to St. Peter again, whom Enſabing pag. 12. 
(you ſay) call? , the Prince or Prolocutor, &c. hate 
betwixt you and ine two very different things, that he à hn. 

i for his vertue or zeal's /ake was their Prolocutoxr , I eaſily 
grant, but this does not prove him their Prince or Supreme, and 
you- ought to remember that honour e Titles or Compellations att 
not to be rigidly taten, or ftrerched too fr. ale 

As to your Jarge Title and Teſtimony From the Epiſtle of Saint pag. 12+ 
Athanaſins to Marcus Biſhop of Reme (where àgain you have left 
St. Peter) upon which I ſuppoſe and that out of St. Bernard you 
ground your former Aſſertion, that the 2 of Rame ＋ the Con- 

{ervers of the ancient Decrees of General Cbamelli; I will be. brief 

and tell you that it is a Piru forged er, piece Of ſtuff, that . 

you would here impoſe on us for the Venerable St. Athanaſins. 

To wave Dr. Cave, and our own Writers, who make and prove i 
it to be a forgery, your On great ® Bellarmine and Baronin had * De Sa. 
the ſame opinion of it, the kes of whom, as you may, ſee in — | 
Bellarmine ( de Scriph; Ecel."\s Gratiano) hath quite 'roined "> ahenafie. . 
And here I cannot but admire thar 5 ſhonld* offer to put off 
ſuch pitifall o&/olete fff in à Nation that hath {6 vaſt à number 
of learned men, and thereby to make your ſelf ridienlons and com 
remptible, when ſuch learned men as Baronin and Belarmine, wha - 
had as much zeal 28 any for the Chair at Rome, avid mace 
ning than Abdo-, had already baffled ns forgery, and cauſed 
it to be Wilt off the ſtage. But ſuch ſtuff it ſeems will down 
with yen, and ſo doth that which is 4 bad, you may eaſily guels + 
nhat it is I mean. . | 6 » } | 
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His Arguments from the Fourth Century for St. Peter's 
Supremacy refuted, + 


HAT you wanted of evidence from the three firſt Cen- 
turies of the Church, which are far hp þ affording you «- 
7 Practice of ſuch a Supremacy, Ot here being any 
uch 2 thing ſettled X ow, but 4 {j pe * — conttary to it, 
as I could very eaſily (bhew — think to make up from little 
ſcraps of Fathers of the ſath and fifth Centuries, whoſe Rhetorical 
and boworery Expreſſions ought not to be taken in a ſtrict literal 
ſenſe, becauſe otherwiſe it were eaſie to make hem contradict 
22 nay, 8 of — £0 — it, The I» 
Ng. 12. ſtauce ſhall whom vos fi rſt quote. He tells us 
e Cf ge n 

and . Ci pon him at 
» Super banc” iginer Confeſſianis Pe- pet in another part of his rd ® this Fa- 


tram Eccleſia edificatio 
- Bibs ReakaGe ther makes the Confeſſion it ſe (as moſt of 
e 8. 0 the Fathers doe) the r which ron 
viaur built bis Church 
-rake the wards we quote in . ous, and] rake 0 — 
I quote in & ritt and & — I perceive, is like » 
uber betwixt ws, and Gray: to coutradift bimſelf. As 


to the ke, that 2 —.— we ſerved St. Hilary, ſa we 
muſt Epiphanius about the Rack, whom you quote, 7 
N. 13. * , eee r which Gal 
Him » quote allo 

2 10 Wh mike of wg eee. got his per 
te. — As: fon) the fart of the Calis 
— — 8 900. dh Perav. a I muſt confeſs that it is purely 
neceſſity that forces me , or am of onr 

Church to ſhew theſe incoherences in the Farherrif taken in a ri. 
gid literal ſenſe , whereas allowing them a laritude befitting Homi- 
Ker; nat Gontroverſies, Rhetorical Amplifications, not ov'oſe inartificial 
.Diſcomrſes, they are conſiſtent enough. Ang 


TY) 15 
And ſo for St. Ambrife faying; Crit left St. Peter, av it were 


the Vicegerent or Deputy of his Love to us; in another place He pag. 13. 


makes this very Primacy, 4 Primacy of 
Confeſſion, not of Honour, of Faith, not of „ 


* Statim loci non immemor ſui pri- 
atum egit —— primatum Conf 


Order; which expreſſions of his, tOge- | avique, non bonorie, primatum Bi 
ther with the perfect ſilence of Scripte Ordiau. S. Ambroi. de Incarnat. c 4. 


and Prime Antiquity as to the thing, make 
me I muſt confels neither 46.4 * to ſubſcribe to, nor an Ad- 
mirer of, what you quote from 0 
Church was not ſo altogether founded upon St. Peter, but that the 
other | Apoſtles alſo had a ſhare with him in the Office | with your 
leave from your own Margin J tranſlate, that al the Apoſtles 
were equal in the foundation, did equally receive the power of the 
beys, which expreſſions by the bye as they contradict your own 
Teſtimonies from St. Hilary and Epiphanius, fo they ruine your 
pretenſions for the Papal Supremacy of 7uriſdiftion ] yet due i cho- 
ſen among ft the Twelve , that a Head being placed over all, accaſion 
of Schiſm might be taken away, I will but urge one place of Strip- 
ture, * think I ought not to ſubſcribe to h, and that is, 
Ac 8. 14. Now when the Apoſtles which were at Jeruſalem heard 
that Samaria bad received |. be the Miniſtery of Philip ]-the word 
Ar , they (ent unto them Peter and John; which had Petey 
their Head ¶ their Prince, their General, as others call hm] 
would haye looked juſt as well , and not a jot leſs, as if the - 
College of Cardinals upon any important buſineſs into France + 
— d delegate and fend the Pope and the Dean of their Collage 
ther. 


Hierome, that although God s bag · 13. 


But to paſs theſe Objections, and to admit St. Hierome's aſſer-· pag. 13. 


tion, it nor that from Optatus concerning the Prims Cathedra 
prove any thing more than a Primacy of Order , which our 
Church I believe will not deny to. the Biſhop of Name; but 
that's not the thing will, or ever hath for theſe eight or nine 
hundred years contented them, they are fot a Supremacy of 7«- 
riſdiſtion, as well as a Primacy of Order; their chief ground for 
which pretenſion is, as I take it, the inveſting St. Peter their 
Predeceſſour with the power of the keys , the thing I (hall accor- 
ding to my promiſe undertake here the conſideration of. 

The diſpute berwixt us about r is, not whither the s 
were given to St. Perer, which no body of our Church —_ 

« eny, 


* 


140 


deny, but whether: he received them in his own perſon, for his 
particular e and truſt excluſively to alt the reſt of the Apoſtles. 


That he did not receive them in his own per/on , is * from, 
and the fudgment of, Antiquity; to you I need onely urge your 
own Teſtimony from St. ? Hierome who 


P — Cunt claves regai clam rakes the Apoſtles equally to receive the 
ant, eos Eccheſie ma | ; 
— ry / Tonga apr Jovian. power of the 8 and to be n 


& 14. 


the foundation of the Catholick, Church; 
for others ſake I might urge St. Cyprian 1, 


ef rages & on 3 & — who makes St. Peter the mouth of them all, 
Ep. 39. Edit. Oxon. ren. and to make that Confeſſion ( upon which 


the keys were beſtowed) in the name of 


" Auguft. . 165. Edit. Frob. the Church. St. Auguſtine * who is of the 


ſame opinion, and others, but I had 
rather recurr to Scriptzre it (elf, where I think it is evident 
enough, that he did in the awe, and for the »/e of them all re- 


e Matt.16, ceive thoſe keys : This I prove from St, Matthew , who brings in 
13. 14, Gr. our Saviour (within two Chapters from that i, wherein the 4%½ 


conrſe of our Saviour With his Diſciples , and his gift of the keys 
to Peter is recorded) ſpeaking to his Diſciples as inveſted already 
with this power of binding and looſing :: 


127 — 7 Ang. oj fe Which place with me pats it paſt all 

the Church, but ¶ 1 to hear doubt, that the reſt of che Apoſtles 

the Church, let him be to thee „ an Were equally concerned in that ſpeech of 

Heat hen man and a Publican; verily our Saviowr's to St. Peter, and thereby had 

I ſay unto you, whatſoever Je 8 2 power, But if they will not allow 
- t 


bind on em, ſhall be boun 
and whatſoever ye ſhall looſe 
fball be looked in heaven. 


is place to ſuppoje 4 power already given, 
they will not dare to deny that it doth 
confer, ſo that if he had the power given 


to him particularly in the Sixteenth Chapter of this Goſpel, they 


all have it now in the Eighteenth , and thereby the ſame 7uriſ- 
dition and Authority in the Church; which quite deſtroys all 
you have been hitherto about, which was indeed to prove 


St. Peter had the ſame Supremacy inveſted on him by our Saviour, 


which the Biſhops of Rome do ſince from him exerciſe and en- 
joy; But how little you have performed, I dare appeal to any 
indifferent perſon, to your-own ſelf, if you will but compare 
your papers and mine together: ſo that I might ſave my ſelf 


the trouble to try what you ſay about that Primagy not Hing 


th 
* 
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unanſwered. 


with Peter ; but I will not, leſt you ſhould fay, I left that part 


CHAP. XII. 


* 


Arguments for the Primacy not dying with Peter anſwered, the Promi 
ent of St. Chryſoſtome for St. Peter's Supremacy fully confuted. 


OUR Arguments for the Primacy not dying with Peter are pay. 1 3. 
few, and which is worſe nothing to your purpoſe, ſince they 


are far from proving what 90 defire : 


t yo ought to have 


remembred that it is not aueh jour Tu to prove that there was 

ſuch a Primacy, and that it was net to die with St. Peter, but that 

it was to deſcend to the ſucceſſive — of Reme after his deceaſe, 
t 


and not to amy of the Apoſtles, nor to 


Biſhops of Antioch, But 


ſince I perceive we (hall find the firſt, to wit of proving the 

Primacy not to die with St, Peter, too many for vou, it would be 

cruel to put ow upon proving a»y of the other: for as to that 
the 


proof out 0 
is that Innocentins was Anaſt aſſus 5 


Epiſtle of St. Hierome to Demetrias, all it proves 
Succeſſour in the Apoſtolical 


Chair at Rome : now if you cannot prove hence, either that this pag. 14. 
was the /ole and onely Apoſtolical Chair, or that it was always the 
chief and governing Chair of the Catholick Church, every one will 
ſee that you alledged a place nothing to the purpoſe, having not 
2 word of St. Peter in it; that you cannot ſhew either of them, 
is what I, to prevent your trouble of inquiring among Hour people 
about it, will make appear in a very few words. 

That the Apoſtolical Chair at Rome is not the oneh Chair in the 


Church Catholick , Tertullian is demon- 
ſtration 3 Ran over (ſaith he) the Apoſto- 
lical Churches, in which the very Chairs 
the Apoſtles ſed are to this day preſided 
in by the Biſhops in their ſeveral places : and 
then he reckons Corinth and Philippi, and 
Rome it ſelf among the reſt, 


6 


y Percurre Zocleſias Apoſtolicas, 
apud qu ipſæ _ — A- 
4 L z tur. 

—— gr” tibi aFhaia, habes 
Corinthum—Phili ——— Thefla- 
lonicenſes, — E — Romam. 
Tertull. de Preſcript. contr. Haret. 
c. 35. Edit, Junii Franckerz. 1397. 


That 


trum, 
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That it was not oy the chief ot governing Chair is as 
plain from the account we have in Euſe- 


— *. Poſt ſervatoris Aſcenſum, Pe- i from * Clemens his Sixth Book of Inſti. 


Joannem, quam< tation; That after oN Lord's Aſcenſion, 


vis Dominus ipſos ceteris pratuliſſet 
non idcirco de primo honoris gradu Peter , James and ] ohn , tho preferred 


Inter ſe contendiſſe, ſed Jacobum co not Peter alone] by owr Lord above the 
— 3 jones — reſt of the Apoſtles, did not thereupon con- 
ſeb. Hiſt. Eccl. l. 2. c. 1. Edit. Vale, tend among themſelves for the firſt place of 


Fag. 14. 


Honour, br choſe James the Juſt Biſhop 
of Jeruſalem. Whoſe Chair I am ſure this paſſage makes Primus 
Honeri: Gradus, the chief Cathedra in the world, Pd 

Having thus ſpoiled this your proof, your net will give me 
the leſs trouble, wherein St. Hierome tells Damaſus, that in this 
miſerable condition of the Eaſtern Churches being over-ran by Hereffes, 
he would ſtick, to St. Peter's Chair and that Faith commended by 
Sr. Paul, &c. which paſſage would have cleared it ſelf, had you 
but been fo juſt as to have tranſlated the very next words, 
which bring us St. Hierome's reaſon for this bs reſelation of 
fighting at Hereticks, and communicating with the-4poſtolica! 

Chair at Rome , - becanſe he: had in that 


—— Inde nunc mee anime paſt u- > K 
lans cibum, unde olim Chriſti veſtt« Church been fir f made a Chriſt ian, and there- 
menta ſuſcepi. Hieron. Ep. Damaſo- fore thence wonla receive the ſpirit nal food * 


pag. 15. 


of England unto that Of 


for his Soul, Had you Mr: Scl. but made 
St. Hierome's reſolution your own, you had never fallen from 
the Catholick, Apoftolical and Orthodox Communion of the Church 
In the mean time remember 
that you have not proved either a Nima, or a Sucreſſton in ir 
for/the Biſhops of Rome. 

In the next place, as tho! conſcious to your ſelf that yow had 
done nothing hitherto, and that your Arguments for the Myre- 
mac and then for the Surceſſen were too weak, you fall again 
to the proving that St. Peter was Supreme, O incomparable Me- 
thod ! and are now reſolved to doe it to purpoſe. But how 2 
out of Sr. —— Hombie and Comments ;, There is no one 
that hath looked, tho' bur « little, into that Father, that will 
not ſmile at this your atterpr. However 308 tell us, and ns bud 
will deny it, that he gives Sr. Peter extraordinary and noble 
Titles, that he calls him, Prime Leader of the Apoſtles, the head of 
Orthodoxy, the great High-Prieſt of the Church the Pillar of the 
Church 


 w4.4 .4 4._37.2.. ns. Moat 
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Church — the Head ef the Chorus of the Axoſtlet, and (avs that He 
took the charge of the whole Church throughout the World, &c. 

I have onely this queſtion ro put tO vo, whether you take 
St. Cyryſaſtome, as to theſe paſſages concerning St, Peter (the 
greateſt as well as the cleareſt of whith for your purpoſe I have 
here {et down) in a [fritt literal 725 ? if you own it, as you 
ſeem to do by placing them here for ſuch a purpoſe, I muſt then 
plainly tell you, that you doe a very great wrong to this Holy 
and learned Father, than whom no one perchance ever gave him- 

{elf a greater liberty as to Rhetorical flights in his Homilies : 

ſince in other places he beſtows Titles as hich and as great as theſe 

on other Apoſties, which if I take in the ſame ſenſe that you do 

theſe, the Good Father is made inconſiſtent with bim/ef, and to 

preach dowr-right falfties and contradittions, IIl inſtance onely 

in St. John and St. Paul; do but give your ſelf the trouble to 

reade over his Preface to his Comments on St. Jobs's Goſpel, and 

tell me then, whether you do not find 

him among other large Elogies calling — # #a& #7 ech, 
St. Pohn the — all the Churches through- es wig 2 A. 
ont the world, and telling us that He had gl. „ ; 
the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven. ' 

But for St. Paul, I am confident I can make eve» you confeſs 
that He mounts him above St. Peter himſelf, concerning whom 
— have furniſhed a Catalogue of ſuch glorious Titles. 

t upon his Comment on that * ſaying of 3 1 
St. Paul's L2 Cor. 11. 28.) about his 1 N W 22 7 
care of all the Churches (a paſſage by the „ 3 6; 1 Aint 60 7755 . 
bye that is more, than all yowr whole Tam. 3. P. 679. 

Church can patch together for St. Peter,) 
how he advances aur Apoſtle; there he tells us, that St, Paul had 
the care and charge not of a ſingle Houſe, but 
of Cities, and Countreyt, and Nations, yea 
of the whole world ® : in another place hat 
he was intruſted with the charge and Govern- 
ment of the whole world, which is the very ſame Commiſſion and 
as full and clear as that great one (which is your chief and beſt) 
that . quote for St. Peter of his having the charge 0 the Church 
throughout the world. And he does not onely make St. Paul 
in equal in dignity to St. Peter, but which is much nes 
2 advan- 


» -i, 736 elne resul- 


Y 14:81:10 we S. Orat. 53. contr. Jud. 
Tom. 6. pag. 364. 
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advances him above him, as I undertook 
to prove. © No one (ſays he ſpeaking of 
St. Paul) is greater than he, no nor equal 
to him neither, &c. 

By this time I hope I have made it evident, that St. Chry/o- 
fome will not doe your buſineſs, that he is as much, nay more 
againſt you, than for you; and that you and I ought of us 
to own our ſeveral Dotation for Rhetorical Flights, ſince in ano- 
ther 4 place, if you and I be obſtinate a- 


gainſt any allowances for theſe paſſ; 
He ſpoils all we have both brought, = ok. 


© Ode 4 Cee user, an 
= Orat. 9. 


«XN Jorg ig. D. 


Tom. 6. p. 97. Edit. Sa 


4 Aeg d einv <a One 
otro Myles of Amon, dper- 
Ts in Tomy of mihers Naghpur Nag 


fdraries, ard Hane Korn my 
Oixndunr EU,. D. Chryl. 
Tom. 8. p. 115. Edit. Savil. 


he tells us, That- the Apoſtler were ap- 
pointed by God to be Rulers, nat [ Tempo- 


ral] Ralers, to receive each his Nation or 


City, but [Spiritual Rulers] intrufted in 
Common All together with the Care of [the Catholick Church 
throughout] the urid. Therefore as all your Authorities from 
St. Chryſoſtome for St. Peter's Supremacy are out of doors, ſo that 
from St. 2 comes toe late having the ſame fault, as I 
could moſt eaſily ſhew, but do not think I need to trouble my 
ſelf with it, or what the Popes Legates ſaid at Chalcedon, that be- 


pay. 15. 


pap. 15. 


ing to 


© Frenim antique Romæ Throno 
a URBS ILLA IMPE- 
RARET jure Patres Privilegia tri- 
buere, & EADEMCONSIDE- 
RATIONE miti 150 Dei aman- 
tiffumi Epiſcopi S. Santto nove Romæ 
@AAEQNUALIA PRIVILE- 

GIA addizerunt, Cc. Concil. Chal- 
ced. cap. 28. Edit. Bever. Oxon. 


make « Mas his own witneſs, Eſpec 
Council had fo little value for what 


y ace that great 
a that they did 
(notwithſtanding all the Pope's oppo- 
ſition) decree that Conſtantinople /honld 
enjoy equal Privileges with old Rome, and 
which is more did declare, © that as well 
old as new Rome hag ſuch great Privile- 
ges beftowed upon them, purely becauſe they 
were ſucceſſruely the Imperial Cities of the 


world, 
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CHAP. XIV. 


The ridicaluu Uſe of bis Teſtimonies ſhewn, and bis fooliſh Aſpers 
RR ie Chae File 


hn Teſtimonies, ſay you, I content my ſelf withall, as ſuffici- pag. 15. 
ent to ſhew, I have not gone raſhly on without the advice of an- 
cient Counſellowrs, &c. It had been one further ha for 
your Teſtimonies, could they but have contented others as well, as 
you ſay they have done you; but how can that be expected, 
fince they are (as I think I have fully ſhewn) far from being 
ſatisfaftory, becauſe altogether in/affcient for the deſign you ga- 
ther d them for. In a word, you have neither proved that 
Chriſt left his Church in a Aonarchichal State, nor that St. Peter 
was made the fole Head and Dictaror (as h word it) of the 
.Catholick Church, nor laſtly that the Biſhops of Rome have, 
and do ſucceed him in ſuch a charge. Had you done theſe, you 
had done your cauſe ſervice : to attempt and not to doe it, is 
but to tell the World that i: cannot be done; and what thanks 
you will have for that, I can very eaſily gueſs. 
All theſe Teſtimonies you ſum wp with St. Bernard, but ſince pag. 15. 
he lived far too late to be admitted a Witneſs about theſe things, 
aud you might as well have quoted thoſe two Monſters of Men, 
Gregory the Seventh and imecent the Third for thoſe purpoſes ; 
I mall for him aſide. 
No Body ought to wonder that you are pleaſed with what 
you have thus ſcraped together, or that yow think you have 
found ſomething, ſince every one likes his own beſt ; how little 
reaſon e had to flatter your ſelf, I think I have abundantly 
proved; but on you go, and now ſffrongh imagine that the wiſe 
God and his Son could leave ( which is a little too bold with 
God, did leave, might ſurely ſerve you) none other ur his Aſcen- pag. 16. 
ſion, &c. To be ſhort, Sir, all — fancy is anſwered 
P. already, and all you have fo carefully been about hitherto, 
proves but a Dream, a Deluſion proceeding from your examini J 
things by falſe Meaſwrer, and through a falſe Glaſs, But or all 
this, 


43 4&4 _. & &. Lo a tn dh NESS 


= 


S4 


pap. 17. 
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this, This muſt be the Church pon called Catholick in your Creed, and 
il now, did not ſo well mind, &c. Alas, Sir, that a Man of your 
parts and years (honld not before this have minded what Catho- 
lick meant, and where that Chureb was, hen there's ſcarce a 
perſon of any tolerable ſenſe in England, that cannot with a 
great deal of readineſs give 2 luthcient account of whoſe rhings 
but here is the Ahe, you have found that the Charch of Rome 
is this ven Church mentioned in our common Creed, and that 
when we , profeſs we believe the. Holy Catholirk Church, we mean, 
tho' we do nat mind it, che Church of Rome. 

Ir:4s to no purpoſe to endeavour to reclaim rh Aer as you; 
ſince gen ſcem to have abandoned the common principles by 
which Mankind govern themſelves, for elfe how could you 
dream of a part being the whole 5 a Member, the Body, That the 
Church of Reme was from the beginning reckoned a particular 
Church, I thinł is as plain as that Rowe is in {ra/y; J have proved 
it ſo fully above, that I almoſt loath ſuch a ridienlbu, ful jels of 
diſcourſe. And your Authorities from Pacian and Cyril of feru- 
ſalem are not one jot to your purpoſe, if you intend them to 
confirm that the Church of Rome is the Catholick Church; all 
that they fay or prove being that Carhulick is the Sirmame of 
true Chriſtians, and that every one - /hould enquire ſor, and unte 
with the Catholick Church into whatſoever place he comes. Now 
what is this to the Church of Rome, here is no mention of 
her here, not a ſyllable to determine that fe is rhe Cat bolict 
Go, to wite with which theſe to Fathers are carefull to ad- 
viſe, | | 

Theſe things, you tell us, gave you ſome ſmall encouragement to be- 
take your ſelf to that Communion, that was both Chriſtian and Ca- 
tholick, c. for which very reaſon you needed not have left 
the Communion of the Church of England, which is both Chriſtian 
and Cathoelick, . 

You ought to diſlike Papiſt upon the ſame ground you diſ- 
like Proteſtant, and if Chriſt ian was too 2 you, you nee- 
ded not to leave the Church of England to be both Catholich and 
Chriſtian : the Church of England denominates her ſelf from no 
particular Perſons good or bad, but is a True Church having law- 


full Paſtours and a Catholick, Faith. 


You 
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You next ſay vou ram imagine why Proteſtants ſhould ſo de- pag, 18. 


cline the Title (of Cual vo mean) or ſuffer it with fo 
much filevice to be laid afidey- anleſs it be, becayſe'it ymport; 4 Faith 
ſpread throughant the World, which they very well haow; wonld be 
wtterly impoſſible to prove their \ Proteſtant Faith ever was, &c. 
Whether this paſſage is more ridiculous or falſe, I muſt own 
that upon the ſudden I cannot tell; if you mean here as you 
ought the Church of England,: (as muſt to be conſiſtent 
with your ſelf, having a while ago of of all the 'vrher 
Reformed Communion ) ing can be mote. falſe and ridicu- 
lous; ſince ewice a Day we ule it conſtantly in our Service, and 
ſurely you will not be ſo extravagantly reaſonable to ſay we 
do not Mean or Pray for our ſelves, when we Pray for the 
Good Eſtate of the Cauholiel Church: So that cut declining: 
the Title, and ſicfering it mib fo much ſilence te be laid 4. 
ſs, nul be pat 8 the account of the groſſer fort of Un- 
tr 


uths. 

And we need not wonder that you would offer a falſe rea- 
ſon for. a falſe thing; or Bath and the Faith of all the Re- 
formed Churches having been already ptoved to be Catholick ; 
and therefare your tre impoſſible o prove it to A Faiths 
ſpread thrunghaut the Warid , mult be put upon the ſame ac 
count. | 
Nor is there ever a Member of the Church of England of 
i that I ever met with, or heard of, that eicher 

lined the Title of--a [Reformed } Gathotick., or was not 
ready onely to pee, but alſo to prove. that by being a Sen 
2 - Church of England be was a Member of 2 Cahbolick 
cb. ä 
As to what 30» add about the other Adjunit in aur ( ours I fay- 

Atheſ\Ghaveb -bf i Eaglexd,, as well as yours at Rame ) Greed, 
Apebolical, that you ſaw, te/r reaſon: for their claim to that, and 
1% give them their due, . they were more modeſt than mbh to in- 
i upon it, &c. This Sentence is Brass every bit of it; for 
if you mean the Church of Englend here, I am aſtoniſhed to 
think you thould dave .(d-litthe-Contcitnge, or ſo little Mode · 
ſty to publich ſuch à grots: umruth in the: face of A Charch, 

is fo far from ne inbſtimgę on the Title of Apofulicnl, that it 
es Every pet ſon excommunicate: that ſhall dare to tay 
the. 


that he Chart! of England by ew Habe Church, and calls ſuch an affirma- 


eſtabliſhed 
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the Chwrch'® of England is not an Apo: 


under the King's Mayefty is tion an in] Errour. But if you are 


mt 4 TRUE ard an APOS To- reſolved to carry things at this rate b 


LICAL 


CHURCH, teadwing brazening us down, tis to no pu 


and maintaining the DOCTRIN 


of the A P 


OSTLES, let him bs to contend with you; I muſt needs tell 


excommunicated ipſo facto, and not you that you might as well have pub- 
i 


reſtored, but onely by the Arch-Baſhyp, 


ſhed to the World that the Charch of 


ter hi nt 4 Re- - - 
ner ts 1 r-! 5 England hath no Creed in her publick Ser- 


EA RO UR. Can. 3. of the Synod vice, nor believes a Trinity, nor hath any 


in 1603. 


Biſhops to preſide over her, as this of her 

neither having nor pretending to Apoſtolical 
Faith and Succeſſion, If you include alſo the reft of the Refor- 
med Churches, you might eafily know; that there is nothing they 
ſo much inſiſt upon as the proving: their Faith and Practices to 
be purely Apoſtolical, and therefore their Churches to be ſuch; 
ſo that neither are they /o modeſt as not to inſiſt on their being 
Apoſtolical; as to the want of Succeſſion among them that 


8 
yon Object againſt em, and they do not deny (3 vn your [elf 
an a 


have furniſhed them wi nſwer to 


Non habent Petri bereditatem, qui your Party from St. Ambroſe's words, that 
Petri Fidem non babent. de Petit. they enjoy not the inheritance (or Succeſſion | 


f. 1. cas. 


pag. 19. 


of Peter, who have not the Faith of Pe- 


cer. 

But here you have a mind to make the Church of England to 
be of your opinion, that is, that the foreign [Reformed Churches 
have no trace Miniſters, becauſe thoſe that come ont of France with 
the Title of Miniſters, are not allowed to exerciſe their Miniſtery, 
before they receive the Orders of the Church of England, &. It is 
true, they are not allowed to have a Cure o Souls here with- 
out the taking of Epiſcopal Orders, becauſe it is —— pro- 
vided by At of Parliament among us, that no one ſhall have 
ſuch a Cure of Souls without Epiſcopal Orders, which At you 
know was fully deſigned againſt our howe Diſſenters, who 
opportunities of Epiſcopal Orders at home; not againſt them, who 
could not have them at home, with whem alſo we had nothing 
to do: Bur ſince no exception was made in the Act for them, 
the Church cannot diſpenſe with an A of Parliament in their 


favour : However that /he allows theirs to be true tho imperfoct 
Churchet, 


* if - 
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Clarcbes, is hence plain, becauſe. her Members in their Travel: 
ommunicate with thoſe Churches; hich thing ſhe would ne- 
ver permit, had they no Miniſterys, it was the Practice of our 
Exiles in France during the long Rebellion; and Dr. R. Watſon bath 
lately put forth the muſt Learned and moſt Religions Biſbep Coin 
＋ was one of thoſe noble exiled Confeſſowrs ] his Defence of 
ir D how „ — rather than Rowe. So that 


your Argument fails you alſo her 


—_— — 


CH AP. XV. 


More of his foul ICs on the Church of England expoſed 
and confuted, 


you e next reſolved to have a little ling at the Church . 19. 


that Church ] very much endeavour to prove, and fain would have 
confeſt to be | received from] oa rr e the Church of 
Rome : But here your heart failed you, and is all you have 
to ſay againſt ; owr Orders, which is nothing at all, ſince we ate 
much abler, and as ready to prove: the Legitimacy | of our Orders, 
as you Can thoſe of your Pope himſelf : this is to bark, when you 
dare not come near to faſten, but if you have a mind to ſhew 
your parts upon this ſubjelt, do but undertake and anſwer Arch- 
Biſhop Brambhals Confutation of the Nags-head Ordination, &c. and 
I'll + as I hear you have, renounce my Orders." Bur alas, Sir, I 
might — well put yes upon carrying Weſtminſter Abby to Putney, 
as upon the Anſwering that Unan/werable Book, 

After the civil hint that the Church of England hath no trac 
* , you are for making her amends, ant of reverence 10 

by proving that fe is a ver 4 fooliſh Church 

which you attempt by two find | you ba ve 4 kindneſs Rill 
for her, or elſe we might have had far, perhaps ten great) 


Obfern ations: 


of 72 about ber Orders, which you ſay, they [ of 


Your firſt is, That this reduces the, Catholich, Church into a n4x- 1 Obſ. 
row Corner of the urid Tito di viſos orbe Eritaraos, . 19. 
ſmall a handfalt in that narrow N AG O h zoo! 0 

| 


Bot 
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But ptay Mr. Set how are 'w+ got hither? What is this; 
This, that reduces the- Cutholick Churrb, &c. Hach the Church 
of England denied the foreign. Ref Clinmches to be true 
Churches? Pray he us where? But ſuppoſe ſhe had, this 
will not prove that che Carbolick' Church is reduced imo this 
narrow Corner of the World; except yow (hew, that be hath 
alſo denied the Church of Rome, ard thoſe Churches that ſub- 
— to her to be true _ B — 727 : Will 1 con- 

rim hour Obſervation, ſuppoſing the Church of Exgland had re- 
jected both the foreign Reformed; and Unreformed Chr dit 
of the Catholick Church; ſince yow have ſurely heard of ach 4 
Church, as the Large "Greek, Church under the Four Patriarchs, 
of the Ruſſian Church, of the vaſt Æthiopian Church, of the Ar- 
menian, and of the Neſftorians to omit others, Have you or 
can you prove that the Church of England hath excluded al 
theſe. alſo from being Parts or Members of the Catholick Church? 


ff you cannot, how doth fe confine the Carbolick Church 


here, or what contradiftion is ſhe guilty of, that abhors 
= thought of ſuch a thing as 5 would faſten upon 


L cannot refrain ſheu ing a juſt reſentment here, and chere- 
fore muſt tell you, that this: yowr Obſervation is the moſt difinge- 
von, and the moſt fooliſh that L ever met with in my k 
and that I could never have ſuſpected that am Afar that had 
common. ſenſe, and pretended to Conſcience, could have been 
guilty of fo foul à thing, Had I not met with it in his 


Book; 
And juſt ſuch ſtuff as this is the RemarkVin this Obſervarion, 
upon our Church, that ſhe i pleaſed in ordi#to avoid the word Cu- 
tholick, to call it an Univerſal Church, &c. Who would 
that a Me» that hath been a Mnifter in our Charch theſe Thir- 
ty Years, that hath uſed our Service perchance 'a Thouſand 
times, ſhouſd make ſuch'a ſtrange Remarks hath o Church (as 
you ſay hr hath) in order to avoid the word Catholick, ſtruck it 
out of that 77 unſlation of the Apoſtles Creed, which ſhe appoints 
in her Zirwrgy ?- Hath ſhe ſtruck it out, and put in-Univerſtl in 
the Four places it uſed to-ecar in in the Creed of St. Athanaſſus? 
E it gone out of the Mere Creed ſhe-appoints ? Pray get ſome 
body to look thoſe Three Crredt for you. A Man uy be- 
eve 


e 


Q' -v 


vs 
* 


—— 


a 
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lieve vu had not ſeen 2 Conmmon-Prazer-Book theſe Thirty Tears, 
or pals a much ſeverer Sentence upon . Doth not the Church 
of England command its Daily Uſe in the Genera Collect, which 
we daily put up f the: good Eftate of the Catholich, Church? And 
farther ſbe is ſo far from altering or endeavouring 7 avoid, as 
von moſt falſly would obſerye ſhe doth, the word Catholick, that 


whereas in the Jnjunitions of King Edward: the Sixth, 1547. — — 4 


the Form of bidding the Common -· Prayer: ¶ before Sermon | 


thus; Tas ball Pray for the while Congregation, of Chriſt . Church, f Canons, 
and, &. in thoſe. of Elizabeth, 1559, and in the odd te 


of the Cuno. Eccleſiaſtical of the Synod under King nes the 
Firſt, 1604. the Word Catholick, is put in, and every A. 
miſter is commanded to begin his bidding of Prayer in theſe 
very words, Te ſhall Pray for Chriſt's Holy' Catholick Church, &cc. 
Nay you your ſelf uſed the term Catholich (while 9 continued, 
and as 4 Member of our Church) on \laft Palm-Sunday at Putney 
Church, or elſe you broke oxr Church Laws: So that I can- 
not now avoid the asking you your ſelf what v now think of 
this. your Remart, and whether , had not ſaved your ſelf a 
ajparagement, had you had the good fortune not to have put it 
own. | 03 (D391 VDV -H 
You have a Second Remark much a-kin to the Ntſt, in which 
pou profes. you can u more tell [ how fhe can be the Catho- 


k Church] han ſbe is able to find her ſelf in the 'invumerable pag. 19. 


huddle of ten times Ten more Diſſenters, Diſſemblers, and Indiffereats, 
than her mmer i abt 10 make, &c. How you comme to know ] 
the number of thoſe chat hold C on with the Church of 
Ty nar to be ſo very ſmall, is matter of wonder to me; bur if 
I ſhould fay that your Calralatiam is moſt intolerably falfe, I am 
ſure you cannor Shove me, ſince I am certain I have 

and the common 7udgment of all unprejudiced Men on my fi 


e, 
that Calculating the numbers of the ſeveral Pariſhes thro Eng- 
land, there are one with another Ten (I may I believe ſafely ſay 
Twenty) times more that hold Communion with the Church of 
England than diſſent from it: As for Diſſemblers and Indifferents 
how '»« come to know Mens Hearts ſo well is owing more to 

our new than «/d Religion, which would have taught v more 
Prada about ſuch things, 


H 2 After 


2 Obſ. 
pag. 20. 


the Church of Rome in her corrupt Faith a 


pag. 20. 


A . 20, 
PAS and Ordination are conſiderable particulars, and are as ready any 


time to aſſert that ur Church hath them, and to prove it againſt 


by proving that they have reced 


52) 
- After you have come off ſo wretchedly wich your firſt Ob- 
ſervation, no body will expect wonders: from your ſecond, 
which is, That vu ſhorld have had the better Opinion of this hand- 
full (as you ridiculouſly call the Church of England) if their 
Faith had teen conformable to the Faith of thoſe Biſhops from whom their 
Biſhops had their Miſſion, &c. 

That our Biſhops have their M/7on from Rome, is what we 
utterly deny, that they were, ſome of em, in the beginning of 
the moſt neceſſary Reformation ordained by theſe that held with 
Practice: is what 
we do not deny. This however we ſay cannot prejudice aur 
Reformation , fince if there were Errours fit to be thrown 
out of our Church, you your ſelf (I am ſure your Learned Men ) 
will grant that »o Ordination Can prejudice or hinder ſuch a 
Rejection of Errouri. That there were ſuch Erronrs crept ii 
which: ought to be caſtor, and were at our Reformation, is 


what our Church- Men a Hundred times over have invincibly 


oved. 

1 to the Rule you bring from St. Ambroſe that they enjoy 
not the Inheritance of Peter, who receive not the Faith. of Peter, 
we are very ready to join iſſue with yo#, or am of your Church 
upon it, and I queſtion not before vo and I part on this ſalject, 
to ruine the Papal and Roman Succeſſion by your own Rule, to wit 
from Faith of Peter and 
the whole Primitive Church. | | ö IF 

We readily own that 4 !rve and Apoſtalical Miſſion, Commiſſion 


yen at any time, if you have a mind to u this poine 


1 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XVI 


The Doctrine of the Church of England concerning the Euchariſt 
put down. Mr. Scl.'s Reaſons from Scripture for 
Tranſubſtantiation an/wered, | 


His traced you hitherto, and found all your Attempts vain, 

and your Reaſons to no purpoſe, which you took ſo much 
ains to (ſcrape together, to have proved that our Saviour Chriſt 
fest his Catholic Church in a Maonarchical State under a Particular 
Vicegerent, and that hat Vicegerent was the Biſhop of Rome, and 
his Church the Catholick Church. And having ſhewn all your At- 
tacks againſt, and Remarks upon the Church of England to be 
very vain, extremely abuſive, and extravagantly ridiculous ; I 
have now onely your laſt, your great Reaſon to examine, where-. 
in you make an effort to prove, that her Faith concerning the 
Exchariſt is contrary. to that of the Catholick Church. 

If you could have proved this, I muſt confeſs your forſaki 
our Communion would have been much more reaſonable : a 
therefore I queſtion not, but that as you have muſtered up abun-. 
dance Of Authorities, ſo you have done all you can to make them. 

k and declare againſt : but to how little purpoſe o have 
made all this noiſe and ado about this point alſo is what I ſhall 


Mey ee. 
ore I enter on your particular proofs, I have a freſh com- 
plaint to make, that yo» have not uſed herein that Ingenuity, that 
would have become a Scholar; one might very rationally have. 
expected that as your Intentions were to prove againſt the Church 
of England, that her Faith was as to the. Euchariſt falſe and cor- 
rupt, % ven would have ſet down what that her Faith is. This 
would have looked like fair and ingenuous dealing, firſt to have 
t down ber Faith about the Euchariſt, and then to have ſhewn. - 
— Contrary it was to Scripture, and to the unanimous Conſent 
of 15 If yes reply to this my Complaint, that her Faith. 
is ſo well known that v needed not put it down together, 
but that you have — done it up and down theſe Au- 


thorities z 
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thorities; I muſt tell yon that by the account you give of i: 
occaſionally, one would be perſuaded that ir is far from being 
ſo well known : I am (ure that ſlender account, or rather hints that 
vos ſo often interſperſe about it, are «rterly falſe and very fooliſh > 
ſo: that if any one (hould take an account of our Churches Faith 
from yon, and whom can they better take ie from than oe that 
was ſo lately a Miniſter among , they muſt believe that we 
hold the Euchariſt to be mere figures, mere repreſentations, and 
*bare ſigns ;, for that is the moſt you allow us to make of it that 
1 can meet with in yow Book; all which how far it is from 
Truth I ſhall quickly thew von. 

Well then, ſince you had not the Ingenuity to put down an 
Account of the Church of England's Faith about the Exchariſt, 
1 muſt, that fo I may the better examine the Proofs you bring, 
and any one may compare the Arvrhorities you quote, and 'wr 
Faith t , and thereby more impartially judge, and more 
readily —_— whether Antiquity fairly laid down fpeak for, 
Or An us. 

ning this Sacrament the Church of England in her 28h 
Article of Religion delivers her Opinion thus, The Supper of the 
Tori is not onely a ſign of the love that 'Chriſtians ought to have 
among themſelves one to another; but rather it 1s 4 Sacrament of 
Our 1 by Chriſt's death. Iuſomuch that to ſuch as vight- 
B, worthily, and with Faith receive ref Cary the Bread which 
we breach is a partaking of the Body of Chriſt, and bkewiſe rhe 
Cup of — 4 a partaking F the Bloud of Chriſt. Aſter 
which having declared her ſelf againſt Tranſubſtantiation as re- 
pugnant to plain Scriptare, and to the nature of a Sacrament, and 
— inſt any Corporal Preſence of Chriſt's Natural Fleſh and Blond 
in the Declaration about kneeling at the end of our Communion- Ser- 
vice in our 2 2 5 this wh to declare that 
The Body of Chrift is given, taken and eaten in the Supper, onely after 
an — and ſpiritual manner: and that the Mean whereby 
the Bach of Chriſt ir received and eaten in the Supper, is Faith 
which laſt expreſſions exclude the wicked from partaking o 
on 's Body, — allow them barely the Sign, or ourwatd part 
Enchariſt. her 2 . 

In the Publick Catechiſm in the Litmrgy, 77 her 

Catechamen; that there are two things in each of the Sacraments, 


L587 


them to anſwer that the omrward part 4 the Sacr ament of the 
Lord's Supper is Bread and Wine, and that the inward part or thing 
ſignified, in the-Body and Blond of Chriſt, which are verily and indeed 
taken and -receivel by the Faithfull iu the Lord t Supper. 

Theſe paſſages are ſuſſicient to ſhew that or Chr holds a 
real, but not carnal, a Spiritnal rnd Heauerly but anat Corporal, 
Participation of Chriſt”s Boq and Bloud, which tho teealty and na- 
twrall in Heaven, is yet after a Mſtical and Supernatural way 
communicated to the Faithfull not by che mouth of the Body, but 
by that of Faith 1 *% 


the onward Sign, and the inward ſpiritual Grace, (he teaches 


Thus much for her Sentiment concerning this Sucrament, now pag. 20. 


I muſt try your Reaſons againſt it, You tell us that you hed 
been a long time greatly concerned for the Interpretation of but five: 
ſmall words aur Saviour, dc. The reſult of your concern I tup- 
poſe was that Yhoſe five words (I doubt we ſhall find more than 
five, Or double five concerned in this buſineſs) are to be taken 


in a Hteral ſenſe ʒ and that which you for proof of it is this. 


Firft, Becauſe this Sacrament was his laſt will and Teſtament, 
which ought not to be worded ob/curely or dowbrfully to prevent 
quarrels and diviſrons. Secondly, Becauſe thr Will u repeared by 
fo many of bis Apoſtles without the eaſt variation Or caution' 4 
gainſt the literal fenſe. Thirdly, Becauſe it was an Oath or S- 
crament, a Teſtament, a Precept, an Avtitle of Faith, or a Poſition 
fo continue in the Church for ever, the true Interpretation whereof, if 
Gutholick, Tradition have not given us, it is likely it will never be 


agreed on. 
Turſe are che fret of what you ſay, to the firſt of which I 
anſwer that rhis u was neither worded-obſcxrely, Or of dbubrfut, 


— that there are D!/w/ons about them is not owi 
ro 


words, but to the perverſe hmmm of ſome Men, whole - ' 


uarrels no plainneſs is able to prevent. To your ſecond I ſay, 
that it is utter ly falſo that ew Saviowr's i, or the Iaſlituriam of 
this Sucrament mas rere by ſo mam c his Apoſtles (allowing 


Mart and Lat the name 'of Apeſtiei, tho vn know it is very 


unuſual) without the leaſt variation: to convince you of which, 


do but look upon hi Parakel Accomm that I hete ſend you out 
of them, and then conſider what reaſon you had, or with wWHat 


face v could affirm as u do. 


St. Au- 


. 


St. Marth. c. 26. 26, &c. 


— And ſaid, take, eat, This us 

Body, — drink you all of 
this, for This is my Bloud of the 
New Teſtament, which is ſhed for 
many for the Remiſſion of Sins. 


St. Lake 22. 19, Cc. 


—{aying, This is my Body, 
which is given for you : this 
doe in remembrance of me : 
—ſaying, This Cup is the 


New Teſtament in my Bloud, | Teſta 
doe ye, as oft as you drink it 


which is . ſhed for you. 
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St. Mark 14. 22, &e. 


—— And ſaid, take, eat, This 4 
my Body, — and they all drank. 
of it, and he faid unto them, 
This is my Bloud of the New Te. 
ſtament, which is ſhed for many. 


St. Paul, 1 Cor. 11. 23, &r. 


— and ſaid, * eat, This is my 
Body, which « broken for you, 
this doe in remembrance of me. 
— ſaying, T. Cup i the New 
ment in my Bloud, This 


in remembrance of me. 


For the other part of your ſecond Argument, that the Apoſtle; 


put down mo caution againſt the literal fore the reaſon is evident. 


enough, becauſe there was no need 0 


it, ſince the words neither 


then, nor now can be taken in a Geral ſenſe, as I ſhall quickly 


ſhew you; and ſince nothing was more common to the eri 

Mode of ſpeaking, than to give the ae of the thing it (elf to 

that which is the fig of it: As is moſt plain from the Paſchal 

Lamb pb rr pe th _ in beth Te 7 
ment, Calle Paſſover, whereof a 

Re = = ö know it was but the ſig 3 from 1 Cir- 

cumciſion its being called rhe Covenant, 

when it was but the yen of it: nay nothing is more common 

among «s, than to ſay ſuch an one lives at the Lion, the Bear, the 

Skip, the Bible, which yet any one, that talks with , knows 

that we mean barely the /jens of them, without any Caution gi- 

ven, or requiſite againſt akin us in 4 literal ſenſe, | 

3. Your third Argument I do not well underſtand, ſince n 

Oath, 4 Precept, an Article of Faith, and à Poſition are very odd 

terms to expreſs this Sacrament by: and it is the firſt time 1 

ever 


* Deuteron. 16. 2, 5, 6. 
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ever heard it call'd, or knew it to be a» Article of Faith , ha- 
ving ever before thought it to be a divine Rite or Praftice that 
was by Chriſt's Command to continue ever in the Charch : but 
to paſs over ſuch trifles ; We do affirm, that Carholicꝭ Tradi- © 
tion hath given ut the true Interpretation of theſe words), whith is, 


that they are to be taken in a Figwrative 
ſenſe, and that by Body here is meant H. 
gura, As Tertullian; Signum, 25 St. Au. 
guſtine and mam more acquaint us, as we 
hall by and by prove. In the mean 
time I muſt prove that theſe words, 


* —o— hoc eft Corpus mewn dicen- 
do, id eft, Figura Corporis mei. Ter- 
tull. c. Marc. J. 4. c. 40. 

b Non dubitauvit dicere, Hoc eff 
Corpus mewn, cum Signum daret Cor- 
pores fu. D. Auguſt. contr. Adamant. 


This is my Body , cannot be taken in « l. 12, Edit. Baſil. 1359. 


teral ſenſe; which our Enemies them- | 
ſelves of yowr Party will grant me, if I prove that the THIS 
mentioned here is Bread. 

That it was is thus cleared, 7hat which our Seviory rock into 
his hands (when he was about the Inſtication ) was Bread; 
that which he bleſſed was the ſame thing that he hid rakes into 
his hands; that which he brake was the ſame thing that he had 
bleſſed; that which he gave them when he ſaid it was his Body, 
was that which he had broken; But har which he broke, which 
he bleſſed, which he took into his hands was Bread: therefore it 
was Bread, which he gave his Diſciples, and by T HIS is meant 
This Bread. 

This Induction is ſo fair and fo clear, that I am ſure you 
cannot evade it : but farther, . 

If by the Thu here is not meant the Bread, pray let us know 
what it was then excluſive to Bread; and which is more, how the 
Bread could be by the words, Thi is my Body, converted into 
the Body of Chriſt, if the Bread was not mentioned here, nor meant 
by the word This. 

This matter and Argument is (0 demonſtrative , that I cannot 
but ſtand amazed that men who pretend to reaſon can refuſe 
it ; I could urge this Argument much farther , but will content 
my ſelf wich theſe few Remarks, Firſt, That tho' our Saviour 
did not ſay plainly, This Bread is my Body, yet he ſaid according 


to St. Luke and St. Paul, This CUP is the New —_—_ in my Luke 2> 


Blowd, which paſlage doth ſully determine, that the Bread was 20. 


as much meant in the This is my 25 as the Cuy was in the 2, 
This 


Of, Ti» 


Matth. 26. 7hi; i my bland; in St. Matthew and St. Mark. Secondly, That 
Mark 14. our Saviour hi calls the ine after AA 
24. the Fruit of the Nu, Matth. 28. 29. and St. Pas! does net leſs. 
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cor. 11. than three times call the Bread after Conſecration e, Breads which 


262,8. places are evidence enough, that our Sevioxr neither deſtroyed 


Ng · 81, 


the Subftzxces.of the Elements, nor that St. Paul, or any of the 


Faithfull ever believed that he had. 

Places I could bring enough out of the Fathers to confirm 
that by Thir they underſtood this Bread, but muſt not to avoid 
being tedious, one however out of hour Fathers I cannot omit, 
which as it proves what I ſay, ſo it does prove you. to be not 


onely a very excellent Trauſſataur, but a very honeſt ſoxcers Aan. 


It is from your Rapertus Abbas Tuitienſis (who lived in the twelfth 


Century) whoſe word, are theſe as you cite them, Hoc ¶ inquit | 


id eſt , hic Panis eſt Corpus. meum , ſive Caro mea, Whi 

you thus tranſlate, This (ſaith he) is that, This is n Body, this is 
my Fleſh, A Tranſlation {O abominably falſe, and ſo intolerably ridi- 
culaus, that when I was at School, I would have diſdained to 
have been guilty of ach piriful- ff: look at it again Mr. Scls- 


ter, fetch down your Didtionary, and try again at it, and ſee 
whether you that tranſlate but at this-rate , be fit to ſet up for 


2 Beok-writer, and a Manager of Controverſies, and a Balancer of 
the Merits of the two Churches. I am aſhamed that any Man 
that was ever of either of our Univerſities, or in Holy Orders in 
aur Church (hould either have ſo little brains or fo little hone- 
ſty: but to let your tranſlation alone, Rapertus: does confirm 
2 for the determining hi to mean This Bread, when he 


Ys, This ¶ ſaith our Saviour | that is, This Bread 1 Body or 


wy Fleſh, 


CHAP, 
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CHAP. XVII 


His falſe Slander of Our Church, and his fooliſh Obſervation 
| about Judas ſhewn. * 


2 


Muſt next conſider what you have of Argument in your 

Preface , where you would have us believe that the fxth 
Chapter of St. oha s Goſpel is to be taken in a literal ſenſe; but 
fince you were not at leiſure to offer any Proof for it, I need 
A no time to anſwer: one thing I muſt examine there, and 
that is the danger you ſaid you maſt live and die in, under the de- 


nial, or but doubting of ſo great a Truth , in Communion with thoſe Pref. 


that ſuid, How can this Man give us his Fleſh to cat? And doth 
our Church (ay ſo, that our Saviour cannot give ut his Fleſh to eat? 
How is ir chen char in the Prayer { We do not preſume, &.] 
ſbe orders her Communicanm i to pray to our Grations Lord to grau 
to them, /o to eat the Fleſh of his dear Sm peſus Chriſt, and to drink, 
his Bloud, that their ſinfull Bodies may be made clean by his Body, and 
their Souls waſhed through his moſt pretions Blond, &c. That in the 
Prayer of Conſecration the ſame Petition is put up, to omit any 
Tz. N very provoking; and highly unjadt, that 2 Aa, 
is, Kir, 15 very provoking, unuir, 4 
who hath perchance 4 hundred times uſed theſe very Prayers, who 
did /aſt Palm- Sunday uſe them, reade them when he 2dmigiſtred 
the Exchariſt to the Pariſhoners of Putney, ſhould in the face 
of che Sun, in ow own Nation, itt aur own Language publiſh ſo 
groſs an Untreth, and affix ſo falſe a Scandal upon our Church as 
to ſay, fe affirms our Saviour cannot give ns his Fleſh to cat. IE 
theſe and ſach be the Fruits of von- Converſion, fit anima mea cum 
Philoſophis rather than with /«ch Chriſtians, 

Do not think to bring off „our /eff with ſaying that our 
Church denies that any one car cat the Fleſh of Chriſt in that 
ſenſe which rhoſe people meant it that ſpoke theſe words : that 
will not doe vr bafineſs, fince thar Charch whereof you now 
ae, for all its belief o — abhors the Capernai- 

1 2 tical 


Mart. 25. 
23s 25» 


Pyeface, 
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tical ſenſe of theſe words as much as we, and are ready to ſay 
with «s that owr Saviowr cannot, and does not give u ls. Fleſh-to 
eat in that carnal, ſenſual, abominable manner that theſe Capernaites 
talked of. 

Your next Obſervation in your Preface that fudas Was one 
of the Diſciples that u ent back, and walked: no more with Our Sa. 
vieur, is I muſt confeſs a rarity , which hath eſcaped, E be- 
lieve, all aur Commentatowrs : but will your pretty (and ſpiteſull) 
Obſervation hold? how Is it then that we meet with 7udas 
in our Saviowr's diſh the very night before he was crucified? 
I know no other fetch that you can have to ſave your ingeni- 
ous Obſervation beſides that of a Gentleman, who in a di pure 
holding that Abraham was juſtified by Faith, and being preſſed 
by the Opponent with that of St. fames.that Abraham was juſti- 
fied by works ,. ſaved his bacon by ſaying that there were perhaps 
two Abrahams : and ſo you may gravely ſay, that there were twa 
ſudas Iſcar tot f, * . 


CHAP. XVIIL. 


His Authorities from Galatinus, and the Spurions Liturgies for Tran- 
ſubſtantiation rejetted, and the reaſon of it. His railing and 
Abſuraities about theſe and other Spurious Pieces 

examined and expoſed.. 


N OW we are come to your main Battel, where; like as 
che 7»rks are ſaid to have had a fort of Souldiers called, 
as I remember, Aſapbi, whom they ſet in the front of their Bat- 
te! to dull and evigorate their enemies by their cutting down 
of theſe dull Souls, ſo you have placed Galatinus and his Rabbins 
in your front to-hinder your Adverſaries falling with too much 
ſtomach upon your main Body. You ſaw it neceſſary how- 
ever in your. Preface. tO beſpeak your Reader x ng of Gala- 
tinus , that he was always accounted a very learned" Man, Tow. had 
done well to have quoted ſome people on your ſide here, 
becauſe your bare word will not paſs with me; nor with any 
auer Ele ,. that. will take. the pains. to-reade or two: papers 3 
am 


[#1] | 


am fate he (hewed neither Learning nor Honeſty in e paſ* See Dy. 


fages you quote from him," fince he (tole them from Porcherys. © 
Salvaticur without owning in the leaſt whence he had them: and 


"Chartophy- 


for the Paſſages and Rub hin themſelves „it is the Opinion Of latino. 
Learned Men, that there were neither ſuch Rabbins , nor ſuch pas. 336. 


works. of theirs as to theſe things , but that they are the Piaus 
Frands of Porchetur and othevs : So that I need not trouble my 


ſelf, bur ſer aſide this forged Ruff; your calling them Prophetie, Page 21. 


and abuſing the place of St. ohn of the"Spirir's\ blowing where it 
lifteth, &c. would in any other ſort of People have been cal- 
led Enthuſiaſm and downright Fanaticiſm. ys 

And truly ho put in as fair for a touch of the /arrer as your 
© ,verieſt Enemy could defire , when inftead of Aue you 
vent your Auger, and inſtead of reaſoning ful] into downright 
railing againſt the Impions Ambition, and unlimitted appetite" rule 
of the Private Spirit, which would fain ſoar above the Heaveny,, 
and make it ſelf Lord even of the Writings , of God alſo, Her pri- 
vate Gloſſes, imperious Sentiments, and contradiftory Interpretations, 
like the Victorious Rabble of the Fiſhermen of Naples, riding in Fi- 
umph', and trampling under their feet Eccleſiaſtical Traditiont, De- 
crees and Conſtitutions, Ancient Fathers, Ancient Liturgies, the whole 
Church of Chriſt, &c. 

But, pray Sir, if your Catholick fit be over, who is it that 
hath or does own this Private Spirit you have beenventing ſo much 
Spleen againſt > If yo» deſigned it for a Churaſter of the 
Church of England, which I believe you did; I am obliged 
to tell e that it is a moſt impudent and a moſt falſe Slander, Do 
but look into that Canon of our Church, 


which ow your ſelf quoted, and thoſe See the Canon it ſelf,” and the R- 


little Remarks I made upon it, do but ν ae page 2. 

peruſe. again, what I ſaid above, as to * 240 
our Church ty ing up, and obliging all her Members by her Arti. 
cles without leaving any of thoſe rhings to à Private Spirit: and 
then look at what your bitter Pen hath here vented; if it do 
not make you eat up theſe Cholerick Nonſenſical Words ,, and re: 
cant this Scandal upon an Apoſtolica! Catbolict Chiveb, 2 
then tell you that v left common Honeft5»and'the Church'of "En 
Auna at the ſame time. D | 


- 


Bur: 


T 627] 
But v0 go on in your virulent ſtrain; and tell the World 
that it us not likely; thoſe who upon their own bare Authority , am 
private Sentiments reject what Authours they pleaſe ——: ſhould with 
much kingneſs liſſen to the Ancient Eiturgies of Saint Peter, Sui 
James the Elder, ' Saint James the Tunger, and Saint Matthew, 
- or value the Teſtimonies 4 Saint Dionylius Saint Paul's Scholar, 
Saint Martialis L you ſhould have added, Saint Dionyſus his 
» Companion. into France, ] Clemens Romans , Jpnatins, Andrea , 
&c. they muſt ſuffer tea. The Servant is not better than his Mas 
/fter , &c. who would not gueſs by this Ringing farwell, that 
the Learned Men of the Church of England had ſerved our Sa 
-wiewr às bad as they have done theſe Liturgies, Demnniſes, Mar- 
»tials,, Andredſes , &c. and that they had denied him as well as 
:them, 1 muſt tell you Mr. Sclater, that your Book is one of the 
: moſt Agen that I ever met with, and that this paſſage de- 
ſerves much ſeverer Language than I ſhall beſtow upon i : 
but your Concluſion of it is juſt as true, and not one jor 
more) as that of our rejetting what Aut hours we pleaſe upon Our 
own bare Authority and private Sentiments: which 1 ſhall now 
_— and go through the Authowrs and Litwrgies you put 
OWN. f 
For the Liturgies then firſt you tell us you 4e nor why 
theſe Anciam Liturgies ſhould be rejected, &c. to which | an- 
ſwer you as briefly., that I do believe you that you as wr ; 
but it you would take a little Heretical advice, I could 
direct you to theſe who might inform your Ignorance herein; 
but ES are too angry at me. before. this time to 


and that not till after the Fifth General Conneil , 
jou 1 which 
© meg > - — —— 
| . — ad carefail- to Kas 


Fr yen Mag 
care in his E furniſh us with one Ry 


[6] 
fach Liturgiet " which reaſons r with thoſe taken from 
- Ligergies themſelves have- ſarivfied - No Boch n Mea 
there. were 90 genuine things. y now 
mean uo 7 believe Sis Peter's Lit [the de- 
monſtrative e- c 3 it makes men- 
tion of Saint Oi und Cornelius the Biſbop of Rome, it Pray 
for che Parriarch , and the very Religious Emperours. I could 
iſh you with more intrinſick Arguments againſt - jr and 
— 1 reſt which labour under the ſame or worſe - Abſurdi--* 
Ne, de Pate e CONETT re POE 
— —— —— 


Hl 


againſt it and the reſt to prove 4, Paris x685 
them all ſuppoſititious: if yon have a 
-to ſhew any parts in this ſort of | 
» I do nor queſtion , but the worthy Dettony;, or ſome 
one — in England for og will give all due ſatisſaction in 
the point, but alas, Sir to we, who of A. 
by your Book, to be far fam able to meddle- in ſuch matters. 
One Liturgy of yours he hath not — that of Saint 
ames the Elder, not becauſe he had nothing to objec e ge ir, 
— becauſe there 75 no fr wag A to be-ob : 
t you may Or a Diſcoverer Ot + 
Ancient Authowrs , and though y CETEESD 
luzixs and ſuch, yet no Body = 1 you one with honeſt 
HENS Viterbienſs, TA 
After all in defence of your ſelf, ſame Bod 232 wiſer than ſome 
Body having I ſuppoſe put it into your head, that theſe ſame 
Liturgie: were not altogether unqueſtionable, you gravely tell 
us in your Preface that ir was nor your buſineſs to aſſert the Au- Preface. - 
thours & them, &c. To. which I anſwer, that it. is very well 
for v that it was not. ſince I am ſure you are — " 4 
fie Man for any ſuch thing; fo that 2 22 
content that theſe Liturgy- Aut hours -(h as _ -. page 28. 
their - Maſter, You fay next, that- is . for your pur. Prefaes. 
. poſe, if they be all d of that Antiquity, that may give them 
ſane competent intereſÞ in Tradition, to be ſhort with you, hei 
are not allowed any Authority, ſince not onely ors, but 
your own. Autluurs,; Du Pin for example, have proved — . 2 
vine 'B 


e 


2 


— 


baue es 3 7. 21, 22, 23, 24 


4:28. 
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[64] 
vinciblement, ( as he words it) /uppoſitirions ard Novely either of 
which is enough to ruine them, and hinder heir having their 
place in Tradition, D e oe | 

Theſe things are ſufficient to ſhew that I need not, ſay one 
word to your Authorities for Tranſubſtamiation out theſe 


forged Liturgies : I will onely remark that you begin very 


unluckily with them, and for your firſt, Bleſſed Gad, by whom 
we are vouchſafed to change the immaculate Body of Chriſt, and 


. his precious Blend, &c. I would fain know into what the 


Priefts were wouckſafed to change the Immaculate Body of Chrift, 


and us Blond. This is I with a vengeance, I 


| t your buſineſs had to prove, that the Bread is 
changed into the Body, the ue into the very Bld of Chriſt , 
but here, for a leading Card, the Body and Blond of Chriſt are 
changed into Bread and ine, or ſomething elſe, Well, for 
a Man that keeps to his. Text, I know no body like v, 
and, for ſupererogating, no body can come near v. J queſtion 
not bur, outta a mind, ye could very eaſily prove, that 
the 7ranſubſtantiation is to be from Body to Bread, not from 
Bread into Body; but this it is to be a read Man, when a Man 
can with a wet Finger prove either way; and I verily believe 
vom can as ealily doe the one as the other, and bring as many Fa- 
thers for the one as for the other: But farewell Liturgies, I muſt 
now inquire about Saint Diomſms, againſt” whom you ſay we 
have ſach pitifull Objettions. | 

Had you offered any reaſon for your c_—_ them pirifull 
Objeftions , it would have looked ſomething like a Scholar, 
but be that catcheth 9 at that, may have you for nothing: 
So that ſince you will not let me anſwer yu, I muſt ſay 
what 1 can for the Objecliont againſt Saint Dennis his being a 
Writer. ET 

Euſebius is as much a Witneſs for us here, as againſt the 
Zitmrgies , though he (ſpeaks of Saint Dennis the Areopagite , 
yet he gives not any hint of any ray of his, a thing he is 
Aways ſo carefull about, when be ſpeaks of any of thoſe 
venerable Ancients. Saint Hierome is as ſilent as to any Writings 
of his : But that which is more than theſe two Negative Anga- 
ments, the ft Men that produced theſe ſuppoſititious i- 
tings of Saint Diom/ins were Hereticks , and the firſt time 
was 


-- 


a Cference held in the Emperaur 
294 


the Catholick Biſhops the very ſame iſe 
reaſons I have 2 them: as teflimonia li Arii 
I urged that Exſebius would have known Blaſpbemias gau cp: in 2 Con- 


of them, had there been any ſuch . cilic. p. 176. Edit. cam. 

tings, (0 — that Saint Arhanaſins | 

would have aſe of them at Nice againſt Ariu:; as I ur- 

ged that St. Hierome would have mentioned them, ſo they urge 

that St. Cyril C of Alexandria ] would have known of them, 

But beſides theſe ſufficient reaſons, the Books themſelves are the _ 
eateſt Evidence of all, they being writ in a file quite different 

Tom the 4poſtolical Times, and treating of matter: after ſuch a 

different manner, and of things wnknown to thoſe times : if you 

deſire to ſee theſe things proved and inſtanced i», do but look 

into one of your enn Writers the Learned Sorbonift' I have men- Du Pins 

tioned above; and then tell me, how you could call :beſe Ar- — 
ments Pirifult Objettions , which are perfect Demonſtrations Of 90,91, Kc. 

thele Writings of Saint Diomſius their being forged , ſo that 

we mult ſer Saint Dew afide, and call in- his Companion Saint 

Martial. . 


and thereſore »o Epiſtles of his. 1 D# Pin hath put che true ge 
Martial ¶ if there eue were really ſuch a Perſon I | 


68 
truly I Know not 1 ar e mg 
unlek his meaning was, chat 5 body had any /carning Or 
ſeoſe aid, as | verily believe he-medar, ſo that you may, if you 
will, tell 5%, as the late Hietuſalew Sud have in effect the 
famous Monfiewr Claude, that they are not ignoram and unlrar- 
ned. 


Having diſpatch d St, Martial, St. Clemens Romans is next 
par up, »he/e genuine famous Epiſtle to the Corinthians we. do 
with al Ani qui admit and adwire 5 the dun] fragment 
' Hiſt. Ec- of. the ſecond: Epiftle with 1 Eaſebius and Avtiqnity we cannot) 
% ia admit to the ſame hogour the her lender. however we'll 
vat not quarrel about 1, ſince I ſee nothing out of ir in Con- 
trovetſie betwixt : the 1 the things in que- 
ſtion — 8 againſt Sid — of which ( tho” you 
like your nay a ty of Argament here for thew) 
= Hiſt. Ec- I have 15 out,” ene 
cle. 1. 3. terms as ſpurious, if they be ork that in his time 
* went u the name of Deftrins Apifiotoram, as the Opinion 
" Hiſt. Ec- of ſome is; but tho theſe are not the {ame Brok, yet * Euſe- 
8 43. bi doth ax Conſequenti condeton them, when. be admits of 
ing either 25 genuine Of \propable beſides the r Epiſtles, 
We have the fame filence in St. Tiens 2s to theſe Conftirw- 
nous, and therefore an t from him againſt them; but 
Photii Bib- without either of them, It it is enough to ſay they are in- 
liorb. num. ſeed with Arianiſm; to. omit other faults, as Phot ius long ſince 
. charged upom thew, and therefore kau be the genuin Hul of 
Clemens Romanus. | 
St. 4 perky Oh his E genuine Epoſtles we | receive with all 
* 085. nog Joſe er among us as well as his 
our Andreas, I muſt .confefs 
DE, — 1 = pry 
1 examined E ebius and St. Hierame 
. Cave, your Bellarmine, and your learned 
one word of /xch an Anthony, 


Lage ena queſtion with you, 
à Bok as you. quote #1 — 
ſorry 


I am 
— — 5 ance, have 
 Werld 


more to any enemy 1 
done it for u I muſt tell you that zo» have moſt ſillily im- 
— — ell, and that I wonder that your new Superi- 
ours (who, | am 2m allired, peruſed and examined your Book.) ſhould 
ſaffer the cheat upon ww, and-licenſe you to par it upon the 
World. The bl you quote 1 
ſelf, of which I hows 


| 
: 
2D 


our Own Men Dr. Gave, &c. t your om Dir 
who (upon ons able to deftroy' ie credit of ir wholly ) Edi. Co 
fays that || at leaſt it ought 10 be confidtred! i A df writing, Pe 1573. 


en dap 7 one n aſe of te prove Poet 
e antration 


L have. | the more about theſe Litargies and | Jen 
Anthours to let you ſee —— and how am your — 
ruling at our Church 'abour theſe Jg a 200 6 YOUT lars Eccles 
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L tat Authorities for Tratihb 2 5 7 5 
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they do not confeſs the Zuchariſt to be the Fleſh of our Saviour 
24 Chri 8 . does you no ſervice, l ur of che 
* of England who not believe am Tranſubſtantiation, 
oy with St. Euatius, that the Sacrament is the Body and Blowd 
o . However as we ſay that i: is figuratively ſuch, ſo 
to determine that St. gu meant o- 
— than we do, ſince his Argument IS as ſtrong ( not to 
ſay ſtronger) in a flewrative ſenſe againſt the Hereticks z 5: 
invincibly proving (as Tertullian does upon the very ſame 
account ) * aur Saviour had a tra- Sow: 9 ſince none but ſucb 
could have a figwrative Body, Or Figure : a Figure of a Figure 
or Phantome being perfe&t nonſenſe : 5 that St. Jenatins is 
no help to prove a Tranſubſtantiation , and pour reaſoning upon 
it 4 is ridiculous, ſince if the Hereticks had owned t Encharift 
with Calvin or Zmuinglins to have been the n or Figure of 
Chriſt's. Bach, they had quite ruined their own doftrine, and 
had allowed Chriſt to —_ geg, ſince none but ſucb 
could have a Sign or * but ſome Men are ſo fond of 
Gying Jencthing, that 9 r be bye lad, Jn 72 r not, whe- 
ther ir be for or againſt themſelves, h this your reaſo- 
ning L's is. . Your | next Aut berity from Saint Denis, as ſpu- 
, is to no purpoſe; nor next upon the ſame accomn 


| Andreas, who, methinks, as an Aroſile, ſhould ha 
had 25 fe them, — 


lace of St. n before. St. na- 
ti; but you, I ſuppoſe, either found them in thus order, or 
thought Hutu fitteſt to be firſt, becauſe d looked a 
little more to your purpoſe either of chem : Tho' as to 
the latter of — our 2 jo) tha þ your thy but ſhewn any 


nity in w — ws ys ould have proved 
15 ven 


er e e cunning over in 
paſſage ak 2 


e 


[ 6s ] * 
malice » who cannot but know that the Church 

nw forſaken never ſaid ſo: to ſay that he which eats both 
in Sign and Spirit, dogs not eat truly , is to give the lye to a 
whole Tract of St. Þ Auſtin's where, among twenty other * 77a 
Confutations, you may find that ſuch Perſons as Auſes, Aaron 26. in 
and Phineas, who pleaſed God, viſbilem cibum ſpiritualiter Ion. 
intellexerunt , ſpiritualiter cſarierunt, ſpiritualiter guſtaverunt ut 
ſpiri tualiter ſatiarentur ; ald ſpiritually underſtand the viſible F 

the Manna] did ſpiritually hunger after and taſte of it , that 
they might be ſpiritually filled and ſatiefied: and that the true 
eating the Bread of Life , ſo as not to dye, does belong © to the * Pertinent 
virtue of the Sacrament , and not to the wiſible Sacrament : and 2 — 
that the true receiver is he who cateth inwardly » not outward- — 
, who eateth with the heart, and not he who preſſeth it with his ad viſible 
teeth, | 2 | tm. tn 
manducat intis , nin foris , qui manducat in corde, non qui 5 
Track. 26. in Joan. 5 12 f 92 


fuſtin Marr you next cite, ſaying , '7ir not common Bread p, 31. 
nor common Drink we tale; how then? Why , as the Word of God, 
Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour , was made Fleſh, ſo we are taught, that 
our Nowriſhment by Prayer, proceeding from him, being made the Eu- 
chariſt, to be the Fleſh and Bloud of the ſame incarnate Jeſus, 8c; 
This 774»ſlation 1 accuſe not onely of falſbod, and of perver- 
ting the plain ſenſe of St. puſtin, but of direct Nonſenſe : for, firſt, 
whereas St. 7»/tin ſays, We do not receive 
theſe things C the conſecrated Bread and Od 38 ©; and, deu id und 
the conſecrated nne mingled with Wa- 7% mom eee e 
ter] As common Bread or common Drink, — ar rye 4 D 
you make him ſay that *:i not common WM] x; de ir owhneia; 5 
Bread, or common Dyink we take : _ 299 » Foo 44 dorfo 2” 
directly contrary to the trus ſenſe of bis 7599, 475 cvamernowony 7 » 
Words , which are 2 denying , * 7 wk N 
that they evidently ſuppoſe and prove agi L ae nt 
them to be ſtill Bread and wine after 222 Sa . 0. 
Conſecration, or elſe they could not be V. Morel. Paris, 1636, 
received in a different manner from 
that at common Meals. „whereas «> Antheur goes on 
but as by the Ward of God, 7eſus Chriſt aur Saviour being in- 
carnate, 


22834 


{uſtin, I 2 
ppoſe 50 


* 


muy 
of Js 


— 


ing of 


75 N Ti 
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More 


could not lay they were /o 
no 


aſtin 
— —— not 


: 
— 
1 


＋ 
You argue our 
is Fleſh, or 
That 


ſuch 


10 ; 


ir 


oc hing is mare reaſos jun fimiti- 
nable than that a, we — the familiinde of his, — wit, amen 
Chriſt's death in Baptiſm , ſo we ſhonld alſo we the mortis ejies 
of bis Fleſh , and rink. rhe likeneſs of 4. Pretious Bloud ; —— 
that ſo neither may Trath be wanting in the Sacrament , nor Po fam ind. 


3 


known. =_— 
& ridiculun nullam fit Patamt, quod oer ii beni ni bilamur. — 

— , quod ermrem 1 bj 4 | 

Grat. de Conſecr. Diſt. a. Se. utrum. p. 1958. Edits Taur | * 


is not exactly tranflated 


hich is perſect d 
—— — 


Jus dicunt — 

carnem in — e # 
2. Are by 7 — — is Bread from the Earth , 
& ei wiſe Bread truly this ſame was) the call of Ged 
| nie 2 ber pm fda, ms being conſecrated | now is not common Bread, 
=D a ue but the Encharift , conſiſt ing 8 one earthly (Le. the ac- 
Jo, — 2 and the other — „ Jo aur bodies receiving the Eucha- 
are not now ible , having the hope of the Reſurrettien, 
ſ — 82 What can be more in againſt Tranſubſt anti ation than this place, 
gd. which ſtill ſuppoſes i to be Bread , when it ſays that after Con- 
ſecration it is not common Bread; had Irenew: thought or believed a 
Tranſubſtantiation Here, 2 Big ar — 
tion it is t Bread at al, and not have talked of a rerreftrial or 
— — or part in the Euchariſt, as well as a heavenly 
piritual : vou (ay 9 71. [ 
would - coy what part of St. Irenexs or the Ancients you 
learned this Dr 
king at this ridiculum rate ;, there — — 
that earthly and material or corporeal are Hm z but you, 
cg up contrary to all Re ad all Poe maſt be ſet- 


= 2 men e — FUG 
t. our 2 impoſing 4 new ation wpon the Bre 

Wine iS to the purpoſe, ſince aur Church makes the Ele- 

ments not onely to fiemfie, but, to communicate to us the Body and 

— of Chriſt her fpiricual and heavenl manner , which 

uires Power for the ift ituting it for 

——_— and cycuing it with /acb 8 vines @ prove; 


CHAP, 
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CHAP. XX. 


His ſeveral Proofs from Tertullian anſn wen and his Falſifica- 
tion of that Author expoſed. 


Ertullian your next Author you have abuſed worſe than 

Sg, Juſtin I muſt profeſs that when I firſt took your 

Book into my hand, I did expect you would have had the pru- 

dence to have let him and Fheodoree alone - but it ſeems 

all the Fathers either ore for Tranſubſt ant iat iun, or you will 
make them ſo. 


It is pleaſant to ſee what ſhuffling you make about your 9. 32. 


firſt quotation from him, and how afraid you are of his id 
Figura Corporis mei, that you durſt not tranſlate it; and 
— ſillily or rather falſly you engliſh niſi veritatis efſer 
Corpus, unleſs it had heen the trub, There needs nothing elſe 
to impeach your attempt of ignorance, and a depraving Ter- 
tullian than the putting his own words together. 

+ He made L ſpeaking of our Sa- 


viour ] that [Bread] his Body, when + Corpus ſuum illum feat, hoc eft 
he ſaid, This is my Body, that is Corpus meum dicendo, id eft Figura 


the Figure of my Body : Now it could 


s mel: Figura mim non ſu- 
iſſet, niſs veritatis eſſet corpus cite- 


not have been the Figure, unleſs there run abus rer, quod ot Phincaſma 
were a true Body L of Chrift, ] ſince an figuram capere — A Tert. c. 
empty thing, as a Phantome really i-, can Marcion. 1. 4. c. 40 · Edit. Franck. 


bave no figure of it ſelf. I appeal now 
to your own ſelf as well as to the world , whether any thing 


can be more direct againſt 7ranſubſtantiation, than this paſſage 
put together, and fairly — ww Nor can you make any 


thing out of his fecit, ſince he does not only ſufficiently ex- 
plain himſelf here, but a very little lower, he asks Marcion, 
deriding him, * how our Saviour came to call Bread his Body, « r en 
and not rather 4 Pompion ? And then tells him that Bread was 
the antient Figure of our Saviour's Body in that pallage of pw _ 


non magis peponem, quim Marcion cordis lots habuit ? Non intelligens veterem fulſſt iftare 
Kuran corporis Chriſti dicentis prr Jeremiam, r. Idem eodem loco. od 
L 


Jeremy 


p. 32. 


7. 33. 


(74) 


Feremy ch. 11. 19. according to the Verſion of the Septua- 
gint. So that what yon would infer from the quotation is 
altogether groundleſs : and your next argument is worſe, that 
there is no ſuch repugnaney berween the Body of Chriſt , and the 
Sign and Figure of his Body; for if it is the Body, it cannot 
be the Figure; if it be the Figure only, it cannot be the Body. 
But ſome men can believe as well as ay any thing. 

You next furniſh us with a plain Declaration from Tertullian, 


that the Fleſh is fed with the Body and Blood of Chriſt, &c. 


You ought to have put down here, whether you quoted this 


Place for, or againſt, Tranſubſtantiation: a man would ſuſpect 
you had here turned the Tables, ſince this place is perfect De- 
monſtration againſt Tranſubſtantiation,while it makes our bodies 
to be fed wich Chriſts' Body, to affirm which of his Natural 


. Body is impious among, your own learned men as well as  : 


P. 33 


bur of this diſtinctly before we part. | 
The bare Tranſlation of the firſt peſſage you quoted, and 
I tranſlated clearly, from Tertullian is anſwer enough to all 
yorr filly borrowed Criticiſm about Repreſentation, I come 
now to yowr laſt place from him, which I accuſe of a direct 
falſification of the Text, as well as of perverting the ſenſe of 
our Author, This you and your new Superiors may think a hea- 
vy charge, and that I onght to have examined well, before 
I laid ir upon you to tell youand we world the truth, I did; 
for I did not rely onely on my own notes, nor on the Frane- 
ter Edition of Juni of 1597. out of which I had chem, and 
which I again conſulted on this occaſion, but Iexamined theſe 


- ſeveral Editions, that of Rhenanus at Baſil 1528. which was the 


ſecond Edition of Tertullian, whom K henanw printed the firſt 
time thete, in 1521.1 cannot find by his notes that this his ſecond 
differed at all in his place in controverſie from his firſt Edition; 
at the Margin of this Edision over againſt the paſlage Non 
feier EMaritrs, &c. which you quote, he puts Euchariſtia in 
Capital Letters, and in his Notes gueſles that dicitur hath been 
miſtook for benedicitur. I examined alſo another Edition of 
Rhenanus at Baſil 1539. a third of bis at Paris 1545. that of 
Pamelius with Latinins and Mercer at Cologne 1617. that of 
de La Barre at Paris 1580.that of de La Cerda at Paris 1624. 
that beſt Edition of Rigaltius at Paris 1634. the Annotationes 
Diver 


—_— ww V 


pm WW wo 9h, "= CH YU PREY 


( 757] 

Diver forum upon Tertullian, wherein this paſſage is ſo often 

quoted and commented upon, Printed' at Pary 1635. that 

of F. George the Capuchin at Paris 1645, -*-48, ---50. and 

laſtly that in C. Moreaw's Tertull. Omniloquinm Alphabet. at 

Paris 1657. So that I ſuppoſe I may after an exact and 

troubleſome ſearch of theſe eleven ſeveral Editions be allow- 

cd to tell you, that you have falſified Terenian by leavin 

Panem out of this ſhort quotation , which every one of theſe 

Editions hath, to which Panem, the ilum doth relate, and not 

to Chriſt: fo that to confute you , need but reftore Ter- 

1» lian to himſelf, whom you make to fayggThy Huband ſhall Non ſcict 

not kim what thou doſt taſte before all other mears ; (which Maritme 

Tranſlation I allow, tho? ſome tranſlate it interrogatively) — 4 

and if he ſhall know, he doth not believe it to be Him, whom in (hum 

it ij ſaid to be; whereas his own words are, and tho® he ſhall gaftes? 

know it to be BRE AD, he duh nor believe it to be THAT & — 

Bread, which it is ſaid to be, to wit Enchariſtical or Bleſſed g 15700 

Bread. um cre- 
Let any one compare our two Tranſlations with Tertullian's dit eſſe qui 


own words, and then let him freely give ſentence betwixt tur 
R words, an 5 8 ec y betwixt Ten 


Uxorem. 
> J. 2. c. 8. 
- Edit. 


Franck. 
CHAP, XXL. 


The Preqf. from Clemens Alex. Origen, Hilary, Gregory Naz. 
Baſil and Macarius anſwered. x, bivka angles 


ye next paſſage out of Clemens Alex and inus is not p. 33. 
a jot to your purpoſe, It were caſig for me to bring 
places out of him directly contrary to Tranſubſtantiation, but 
I have been forced to be ſo long in expoſing and confuting 
your Authorities hitherto, that I muſt omit ben, and ſhorten 
7 28 as much as I can, having already ruined your beſt 
rength. 4 we. 
he ſeveral paſſages out of Origen can do you no more 
ſervice than thoſe already anſwered, and are as well tranſla+ 
ted by you. You have diſcovered a groſs jgnorance in the 
L 2 tranſla- 


[76], - 
tranſlation of the firſt Paſſage from him. What Nonſenſe 
do you make with tranſlating in Specie, firſt in kind then in 
form; when as it is plain enough that by in Specie is meant 
clearly in oppoſit ion to the darkneſs of the legal Types. As 
to the Chriſtian nom eating the Fleſh, and drinking the Blood of 
him, who ſaid bis Fe, was truely Meat , and his Blood Drink. 
indeed, &c. (Which is the ſtrength ot your three firſt Proofs ;) 
had yon been converſant in Origen's Wrizings , had you but 
read his Hon ilies on the Book, next before this out of which you 
quote, I mean on Leviticus, you might have been ſufficiently 
tore-armed again taking help Expreſſions in a literal ſenſe ; 
while Origen would have told you, that there is a letter [or 
literal Expreſſions] in the Goſpel , which kills him, (look to 
your ſelf Mr. Sclater) who doth not underſtand 1 2 the 

Eft & in things it ſpeaks, and he inſtances in this very thing : for if 
nao Tifta- (faith he) one takgs in a literal ſenſe the Expreſſions of eating 
mento lite- bis Fleſh, and drinking Chriſt's Blood, this letter | or literal 
an ſenſe] will kill: which is the ſenſe of the Great St. Athana- 
gui non ni. ſius, after bim, upon this Paſſage in the ſixth of St. John. 
ritaliter | 

gue dicuntur intelligit. Si enim ſecundum literam ſequaris, hoc ipſum quod dic lum eft, nif 

manducaveritis Carnem meam, & biberitis Sanguinem meum occiait bec litera. Orig. Hm. 

7. in Levir, Baſil. 1571. 


p. 34. Your laſt place from him out of hw eighth Book againſt 
Belſxs, hath not a ſyllable for your Tranſubjt antiatior; all it 
ſays is, that the Bread which had been offered , was become 
or made by Conſecration u dye 71, x, dyd{or Th; ws" e 
resbie ain xpopires, 4 ſacred Body, thar hath the virtue to 
ſanttifie thoſe that do with Faith receive it. Which is what we 

| can and do ſubſcribe to who utterly re ject Tranſubſtant iat ion. 

p. 34735. Your next Author is St. Cy ian, but ſince all Scholars are 
ſatisfied tte Piece you quote is none of his, and the Learned 

Nouelle Bi- Sorboniſt Du Pin gives this ſhort but very ſharp Character 
— 4 of it, that it is a ridiculous Piece, and full of Impertinences ; 
nes of we can neither permit it a place here nor any where elſe : 
5. 472, and as ſhort I muſt be with you about your next Authority 
of the Semi-Arian Euſcbins Emiſſenus, ſince thoſe Homilies under 

p. 37. His name are rejected as ſuppoſit iridus. 


(77) 
St. Hilary is your next Author, whoſe words a man would p. 38. 

believe were really thus connected, and in the ſame order 

he finds them ſet down by you, but I do aſſure every one that 

are not a man to be truſted in theſe thing,. The paſſage 

ought to be divided into three diſtintt parts, with a mark of 
ſeparation betwixt them; and which is more, the f-# pare 

to be placed /aft, and the midale firſt, and the third in the 

middle. Certainly, Mr. Sclater, you never ſaw St. Hilary in 

your life, or you would never have been guilty of ſuch 
wretched dealing, If your Skill in the Fathers lyes in playin 

ſuch tricks with them, I do aſſure you I will never quote af. 

ter you. But for the words themſelves in their true order; 

tho? they ſeem to take our Saviour words, my fleſh is meat 

indeed, ina ſtrict ſenſe (againſt the Doctrine of the much An- 

tienter Writers, Tertullian, Origen and Athanaſius (above quo- 

ted) who expreſly reject the literal ſenſe as dangerous and 
ridiculous, and therefore ſo may we) yet do not prove any 
Tranſubſt antiation ;, ſince our Saviowr may be received in 

St. Hilary's ſenſe cibo Dominico, in the Euchariſt (not as you 
very homely tranſlate it, in our Lords meat) with the Sacra- 

mental Bread, by an Union with it, which * your o7n , 
ration Out of your St. James's Liturgy would teach, with- « The Ual- 
out any Annihilation of the ſubſtance of the Bread, which on of the 
I believe St. Hilary never ſo muchas dreamed of, and there- moſt Holy 


fore could be no Patron of your Novel Doctrine of Tran- — 2 
ſubſt ant iation. | — pb 
our Lord 


Jeſus Chriſt , are the words. of the Prieft, when he breaks the Bread , Pag. 29. 


Gregory Naxianxen s firſt paſſage ſays no more than owr p. 38. 
Church, which calls the Sacred Elements the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, and direQts ® ber Communicants to pray that they may In the 
worthily cat the Fleſh and drink.the Blood of Chriſt. As to your Phe in 
Obſervation, that St. Gregory's advice had been — — 
we did onely eat the fleſh of Chriſt in ſign and fieure: had you vice, (We 
been skilful, (as 1 ſuppoſe you are willing enough to- be donor pre- 
thought) in his Writings, you might have found , as ridicu- ſume, &c. 
lows as you think it, St. Gregory himſelf calling the Bleſſed 
Bread and Wine, the Antitypes or ſigures of the Body and Blood 
| of 


[78] 
of Chriſt, in that very Oration you your ſelf next quote, and 
within a dozen lines of that very place you produce thence ; 
where be tell; us char bis Siſter Gorgonia, in a great ſickneſt 

mingled her tears with the Antitypes or 
Et fi quid »ſpiam Antiryporum Symbols of our Saviour : precions Body 
pretioſi corporis aut ſanguinis manns and Blood, with as many of them as ſhe 

, — , (Fg nay dae l. had treaſured ap. | hope you do not 

Rn mebe ft. Greg Ver. believe that ſhe had as many Bodies of 

Ort.11.in Laudem Gorgonia,p.187. Chriſt , as the had in her hands parts 

Edit. Paris, 18 30. of theſe Antitypes , which I do aſſure 

ou do mean nothing more than Signs 

or Figures. This paſſage hath not onely confuted your fir ft, 

but provided fully againſt the ſecond out of him, about his 

fp. 38. Siſter Gorgonia her proſtrating ber ſelf before the Altar with 
Faith, and praying to him with great clamour (as you neatly 

Deſptratis tranſlate it) ho i worſhipped upon the Altar. Upon this you 

duni bus a- tell us gravely, that (be prayed not to Bread and Wine , and [ 

- b — tell you, that ſhe prayed no more unto the Hoſt, ſince neither 

talium on- dur Bread and Wine, nor your Hoſt were then upon the Altar, 

num medi- for it was at Midnight that Gorgonia went privately in- 
cum comfu- to the Church, when there was no Prieſt, nor Service, 

e- nor Euchariſt or Hoſt to be worſhipped, but ſhe alone, as far 

_ as we can gather from St. Gregory, proſtrated before the Altar, 

rati, cum at Or uon which God is worſhipped. But ſome Men if they 

morbus non get a little thing by the end, that looks as if it might do them 
oy rimi-a Service, quickly lay hold of je , and never conſider the 

Herd. connexion it hath in the Diſcourſe from whence it is ta- 

Idem ea- ken; if you had but read this Orarion you fo readily quote, 

dem Ora- and had but conſidered it, it might have ſaved you the making 

— . two filly remarks. 

_ You quote next St. Baſis Book, De Baptiſmo,c.2,whereas 

p. 39. the St. Baſil that I uſe Printed at Paris hath two Books 
de Baptiſmo ;, in the ſecond of which under the third ne- 
ftion I find what you quote, but cannot find that it is ary thing 
to your purpoſe : we ſay with him that every one ought to pre- 
pare for the worthy receiving this holy Sacrament, and that the 
worthy Receiver is made Partaker of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt. In his Ant iphone the Bread and Wine are called the 
Types or Figures of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, 


As 


[79] 
As far from helping to prove Jranſubſt antiation are the to p. 39. 
firſt paſſages from Macarim ; that he underſtood the eating 
the Fleſh and drinking the Blood of Chriſt in the Cathalick, 
that is, in the /pirit nal ſonſe, is paſt queſtion evident from 
bis 27. Homily, i where among other things that the Saints | Ka) tr, 
before our Saviour's time were ignorant of, he reckons this, & 25 Ex- 
that in the Church ſhould be affered Bread and W ine, Antitypes aig 
or Symbols of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt ; and that 799%" 
thoſe which eat of this Yiſible Bread, ſhould ſpiritually ear 14% . 
the Fleſh of the Lord. This paſſage is ſo convictive of it ſelf, — 
that it needs not help to inforce it againſt all ljreral eating of ris oxpxes = 
Chriſt's Body and Blood, and againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 1 497% 24 
need ſay nothing to your laſt Teſtimony from him, nor ſhall, 4408. 


j qs uila- 


onely that your Tranſlation of this ſhort paſſage is very ſilly , x At! 


d ro 
and very falſe too. Don or your new Superiours look at it Jes 3 7% 
again, and then deny it, if you can. gare 
apls, mveu- 


Hines Thy c, Ty nuels i lum. Macar. Homil, 27. pag. 164 Edit. 
arls. 1621, 


CHAP. XXII. . 


Arguments for Tranſubſtantiation from Gregory Nyſlen and 
Cyril of Hieruſalem anſwered, and a ridiculous 
Miſt akę of Mr. Sclater's obſerved. 


G2 Nyſſen's Teftimonies are the next you do produce p. 40. 
to prove a Tranſubſtantiation, and do indeed promiſe 
more in order to it, than any you have hitherto produced, 
while they ſay that the ſanftified Bread is changed into the Body 
of the Word of God. However that Gregory Nyſſen meant no 
change of the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine, or that they 
were annihilated, and the Body and Blood of Chriſt ſubſtituted 
into their place, but meerly a change in their Uſe, Office and 
Virtue, is paſt all queſtion evident, ſince in another place he 
illuſtrates this change of the Elements of Bread and Wine by, 
and compares it 2, that of the Altar, which l hope you do 
not 


[80] 


Names Al. not believe, or any of your Party dare ſay, that upon rs be- 
— fan; dedicated to the Service of God, it undergoes any change 
ge e ere but meerly a change of ue, ir being now ſepa 
pis eſt na- rated to God's Service, which before was of common uſe, and 
twri con- for the molt common Services. He compares it to the 
Lund. change in 2 Prieſt, which is not of the Subſtance of hi- 
—.— Body when be is ordained, but of his Soul oxely by an 
conſecra- inviſible Grace, which qualifies him for the particular office 
tim---Al- of a Prieſt. He compares it to the change of Water in Bap- 
tare im tiſmi, which all the world will grant is not in the ſubſt ance, 


R-—Pank but in the virtue onely, through the benediction of the 
item, panis divine 9 vact. 1 | 

eſt initio f | . | uy 

communis : ſed ubi eum Myſteriun ſacrificeverit , Corpus Chriſti fit & dicitur.----Eadem 
item Verbi vis etiam Sacerdotem auguftum & honor andum ſacit, novitate BenediFftionts 4 
communitate Vulgi ſegreg atum.—cun nihil vel corpore vel forma mutatus—illt ſit, qui erat, 
inviſibili quadam ui, ac gratia, inviſibilem ani nam in melins transformatam gerens. — 
Ac fimili rationum conſequentid, etiam aqua, cum nibil aliud fit quam aqua, ſuperna Gratii 
len diente ti, in cam, que mente percipitur, hominem renovat regenerationem. Greg. Nyſſ. 
in Zapti/mum Chriſti Oratio, p. 802, 803. Edit. Paris. 16 x5, 


I could bring his Compariſon of the change of the Bread: 
and Wine in the Euchariſt to that of Chri/m, but theſe I have 
brought, I think, are more than enpugh to prove that our 
Gregory Nyſſen meant po other change of the Eiements than a 
change of Dſe, of Office, and of Virtue; and that if your peo- 

- ple are reſolved that he ſhall mean a change of Subſtance; we 
ſhall have Tranſubſtantiations enough; then the Water in Bap- 
tiſm is no Mater, though it ſeem ſuch to all Senſes, but is 
rranſubſtantiated into a divine Grace; and you and I when we 

were ordained were really tranſubſtantiated into the meer Of. 
fice of a Prieft, and for all our eating and drinking ate as 
meer Accidents as thoſe in the Euchariſt one thing Lam puz- 
led at, and that is what the Stones of the Altar are tranſub- 
Ranced into. 

Theſe, Sir, as ridiculous as they be, muſt be neceſſary 
Conſequences of your making our Author teach Tranſubſt an- 
tiation in the Excharsſt, and all the Arts of your whole Party 
cannot avoid them ; ſo that I ſuppoſe we have reaſon to de- 
vy you Gregory Nyſſen his being a Teacher, or Favourer of 

your 


[81] 
art Doftrine 1 ſhould before parting. examine your 
your we Gregory 9 but I am too m_— haſt to ſtay 
ſuch wrec lundering , onely one obſervation, 
1 muſt advertiſe the young Criticks of, and that is, that 
brad, which in all other authors, ſignifies pur ro dearb, 
in Greg, N). according to the ſage Mr. Sciater ſignifies 
made immortal. ; ; 
Cyril of Jeruſalem's Teſtimonies do promiſe at firſt view, P. 4%. 
as mnch or more than the laſt from Gregory Nyſſen, to prove | 
all you intend them for, to wit, a Tranſwbſtaxtiation , when 
they not onely ſay with Gregory Nyſſen, that the Bread and 
Wine after Con ſcerat ion are the Body and Blood of Chriſt ; 
but which is further, that the Bread which js 2 by us is not 
Bread, although the taft ow it to be Bread, but the Body of 
Chriſt, To which 1 aniwer firſt , that St. Cyril is far from 
teaching Tranſubſtantiation in theſe places; ſince what he 
ſays firft is not denyed by our Church, that the Breed and 
Wine are made by Conſecration the Body. and Blood of 
Chriſt , and are no longer common Bread, and common Wine, 
which very expreſſions ſufficiently prove, chem to be as to 
their Subſtance Bread and Wine ſtill , tho? now hereby diſtin- 


— common Bread and Wine, And therefore upon 
this very ground Cyril adviſes his Ca- 
techumen to conſider the Elements con- M3 Te, s r de Janet * 


ſerrated, not as bare Bread and Vine dflp g N he ,n g Lu 
(which certainly proves them to be ſo — mug 7 Nowiligdy - 
as to their ſubſtan) rho? rie, Senſes Se gg ved, diere f. 
ſuggeſted to them, that they were nothing &.,47u. Cyr. Myſt. Cech. 4. p. 237. 
15 than bare Elements, but, as our Lord uu. ail. 1640. 

aid they were, his Body and his Blood. 

So that we hence give a good account of that other expreſ- 

ſion that fees the more favourable to Tranſubſt aniation, a- 

bout the viſible Bread being not Bread, but the Body of Chriſt - 

which we are as ready now as Cyril was then, io ſay is not 

Bread, bare Bread after conſecration, but the Body of Chriſt, 
inaſmuch as it is now honoured with the Tele of the Body of 

Chrift , ſince it is made by Conſecration the Inſtrumem to 

make us Partabers of the Body of Chrift, as St. Paul ſays 

t Cor. 10. 16. and after him _- himſelf in this ys 

| | v 


% 


82] 
e u- adviſes his Catechumen to receive with all aſſurance | the con- 
T4 eng ſecrated Element.] 4s the Body and Blood of Chriſt, upon this 
TAngopeel* very reaſon, becauſe ander the Type or Figure ef Bread us given 
IG x Lo the worthy Receiver | the Body of Chriſt; and under that of 
Zud)G Wine, is given bis Blood. | 

— bs r4wy 38 2/fe, Ids wv; 7) eBhuts 2 is wr Tere, Hal 0 


l diua, Rc. Iden codum loco, 


This Paſſage you, (or rather Grodecius, for you do but tran- 
ſlate him) have endeavoured to make - an for you : which is 
an eaſy thing to make any Authors do, if you ſhould ſerve them, 
as you have done him; for 1. you make him fay, Let u. raks 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, whereas he hath, ac, here, a 
faith, let us take, to wit the conſecrated Elements, AS the Bo- 
dy and Blood of Chrift (which is a trick you played St. Juſtin 

Martyr as well as Cyril: ) and then you from Grodecius tran- 

ſlate di by ſpecies, a word unknown to the Primitive Chri- 

ſtians in the ſenſe. you Tranſubſt antiatours uſe it, witneſs 

b Nen vale- Þ your om Quotations out of St. Ambroſe, when as any one 
bir Chriſti that knows but a little Greek, could tell you ze means « Figure. 
bree: But to reſcue Cyril clearly out of your hands; had you but 
oe Ele turned one leaf backward, you might have read that, which 
'mentorum would, if you had any ingenuity in you, have hindred your 
p-48. ex bringing Cyril on the ſtage for a ſavourer or Teacher of Tran- 
Ambrobo. ſubſtantiation: rbere in his e Myſtigogical Catechiſm about 
| Chriſm, having ſpoken of the uſe and vaſt benefit of it, he 
— addreſſes his Auditors, 4 tale * 

, 6 that thou do not think, that [ Chriſin] to 
n . — . 747⁰ be bare Oyl : for as the Euchariſt ical 
Tis Euxaesla, wile Tir bib Bread after the Invocation | and illapſe] 
Te A 22 a I, a of the Holy Spirit, is no longer ordinary 
dre, N t Reg fre Bread, but the Body of Chriſt : even ſo 
9 K me code — ok this holy Oyl 5s no longer bare, or, as one 
a xt NAH, Cyr.Cathiſm. may [ay, common Oyl after the Invoca- 
Myſtag. 3. 5. 235. Edit. Paris. 1640. tion of the Holy. Spirit, but Chariſma 
| . Chriſti,che Gift or Grace of Chr;# : and 

kg a8? little after he ſays, the Body is anointed with the Oyl that is ſeen 
2 Yu, but the Soul is ſanttified by the Holy and Quickening Spirit, 
1 T8 E x euilanTy N dip y Coorup jz ij Cx d diſa· Iden on 
. ere 


7 a4. 


kd = 
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Here we meet with 4s high and «as ſt range Expreſſions about 
the Chriſm, as in the next Catechiſm about the Exchariftical 
Bread and Wine : as there the Bread upon Conſecration is ſaid 
to be no longer common Bread; jaſt jo it is ſaid here about 
the Chriſm that it is not common yl after'Conſecraticn ;, as he 
talks there of a cawbuw@: ap)&r, which you would have us to 
believe ;#no more than the bare appearance of Bread, ſo here 
of a ge wer, which wpon the ſame reaſon muſt be one 
the appearance of Oyl without any Subſtance. In a word, if 
St. Cyril proves a 'Tranſubſtartiation of the Bread and Wine 
there, he as certainly proves a Tranſubſiantiation of the Chriſm- 
Oyl here : it you ſay, as all confeſs, that he doth not prove this 
of the Oyl, I muſt ſay upon equal grounds that he doth no more 
prove the other of the Bread and Wine ; ſo that St. Cyril is 
not for your purpoſe of proving Tranſubſtantiation. 

But before I paſs to your next Author, I have a queſtion 
to ask you, and that is, why you put down the Text it ſelf of 
Cyril here? whereas your Enyliſh, if jt be your own, is word 
for word tranſlated from Grodeciu his Latin Tranſlation of 
St. Cyril: I appeal to your own Conſcience, wliether what I ſay 
is not true; but ſince on may be too peeviſh to tell ne, I will 
give an inftance or two, belides thoſe already obſerved, where 


yon have both equally added to the Text of St. Cyril, or, graſ- 


ly miſtaken ir. St. Cyril ſays d dd, ved os Tirey hr. * 
ur by Karg Ths Taνiias, d el re H¹ [which two laſt words Lanand 
you have altered into oixvior A this place you verbatim mutavit in 
from © Grodeciu tranſlate, thus, he ſometimes changed Mater num quad 
into Wine, wbiech it near to blood in Cana of Galilee, by his onely 7, lab, 
Wil; whereas according to Grodecius his Greek, there is not Cana Ga: 
a Syllable of ſich an Expreſſion, as, which is near to blood; and lilzz, fol 
according to yours, not a Syllable for, by bis onely Will; and 8 
yet you rwo could nick it ſo exactly. 11 I ** ＋ 
But chat which is the pleaſanteſt of all is, that ho nt 
onely tranſcribe aBlunder of his, but made it ten times worſe: 1a U- 
Cyril in this Paſſage ſpeaks of the Children of i Bride-cham- d yuupe- 
ber, Grodecius hath made them che Children of the Bridegroom, dus. Cyril. 
and yon have made them the Children of the Bride, when you 2 
call them the Sons of bi, Sponſe; by which you mean our Js e 
Sealed bop. aun. To the Sans of bis Spouſe, Siam Bu). Trl 
mg 2 S 


P. 42. 
P. 43. 


foureh , and thoſe which — wherein 
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Saviour 5 Spoufe which I am ſure is bis Bride the Church, This 
is tranſlating with a witneſs, and this it is to make a Man's 
ſelf a ſlave to another Man's Tranſlation , which is guilty of 
ſuch Blunders and Errours, and yet by putting you Margin 
full of Greek to make the World believe *you had been at the 
Fountain-head your ſelf, I muſt confeſs it is the firſt time 
I ever heard of a He-Bride , or could have ſuſpected that « 
Man that hath ſo much Greek and Hebrew in his head would 
have tranſlated hic Sponſus, our Saviour his Spouſe. 

have been ſo large upon theſe :wo Fathers, St. Gregory 
Nyſſen and St. Cyril, not onely becauſe they are always rec- 
koned the chiefeſt Authors for Tranſubſtantiation,but becauſe I 
might thereby very much ſhorten the Anſwers I am to make to 
your following Authorities, which I ſhall conſider if they ſpeak 
any thing nem, if not, refer to ſome of my Anſwer: already made. 


CHAP. XXIIL 
Thoſe from Epiphanius, St. Ambroſe and St.Chryſoftom anſwered. 


; 2 Teſtimom out of Epiphanius es nothing more 


than your Infirmity in tranſlating, for be that believerb not 

that he ij true, you have ridiculouſly made it, vba bene vet it nat 
to be his very true Boay.. But ſuch dealing is not ſtrange to 
me to find in you, this Talent runs almoſt through your whole 
= You 6% N. — 7 —— — 

oſe; your eſt m 3 othing agai 

— Church 42 Par ge ſecond , ſince in our Liturgy 
we uſe in the diſtributing the Conſecrated Bread the fame 
eſſions uſed then uw pan; A of our * . A 
and eu People are tau to ſay Amen. third, 
Pi 4 this Parker wits ſo 

much of „ and is not to be confined to a 
literal Senſe, Your laſt from him is your beft ane, which how- 
ves no more than what we never deny, that the NV 


ever 
2 ture G the Elements are ed, as to their Virtue and Qu 


lity : but as to a change of their very ſubſtance, —— 


it upon reaſons from Script ure and h r Antaquity nor —— 
$ 


_ VF RW 
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this Father attempt the Proof of a»y ſuch a Change. Hr proves 

the contrary, when in your Tifimeny from him he ſpeaks p. 43. 
of the Elements Continuing they were [that is as to 
their» Subſtance or Eſſence | and yet be- 
ing changed into another of „ Which gut magie ' Operatorie oft , 
muſt be as to Quality and Uſe: and had ur ſint quz erant & in alind commu- 
you but tranſlated this paſſage like a π⁹ ] ᷓᷣ. Ambrof de Sacram. 1. 4, 
Scholar, and continued your quotati- © F | 
on 4 line or two farther, ou had found 

| Ipſe dixit att : 
him proving this change of the Elements Tſe 4 & fattum eff : ihſe 


I it wi creatum eff, Tu 
by, and comparing it wich, that of a gfe & 2 


man by Baptiſm , whom no body be- e 2.7 eas 

lieves to be changed thereby as to bis wa "oe act. In h 
ſubſtance, but onely to be renewed in- P. 439. Tom. 4. Edit. Froben. 
wardly, and changed from a ſmrful tate 

to a late of vertue and bole by the influence of the Spirit 

of God; and therefore St Ambroſe could not affirm any 

more of the Elements than a change of quality by an acceſſion 

of vertue, and rome to ſanftifie and to communicate to us 

Chris Body and Blood, and to apply to us all the eric: of 

his meritorious paſſion. 

But after all, this Father himſelf puts the thing out of de- p. 49. 
bate betwixt ; when, in your lf} Teſtimony, he calls the 
conſecrated Bread the Sacrament or Sym- . 

of his Fleſh, and ſays that after can-P Vere ergo carnis ili Sacramen- 


ſoI tranſlate 11 atur, uſe celeſtnom- alia ſpecies nomina- 
afterwards ſpeaki Che Wine, he Caf agen corpus ſign 


ſays that ecration it is called nuncuparur. Ambroſ. de iis gui 
Cheek name of bis Blood. Upon ferile Nen. 6, . _ 
this place indeed you ſet up for a Cri - 

tick, and give us a touch of your Greek and Hebrew, which 
I'cannot read without ſmiling at it: all that I will Gy to 

you upon ie is, that it is v for tho/e that und . 
not Greek, and Hebrew, N not be allowed to know p. 50,51, 
what ſignifico means; had chat word been a branch from either 

of thoſe tongues your Criticiſm would have looked ſomewhat 

like, whereas now it is hut a more formal piece of triſting. 


Optatine- 
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Opt ata his Teſtimony is nothing to the purpoſe, and that 
from Gaudentius is ſo far from being for your Tranſubſtanti a- 
tion, that it is directly ag inſt you, as had I time or room 
here, I could eaſily ſhew. 
51. St. Hieroms places prove the very ſame, that is againſt you, 
Nos autem as firit that which ſays it was Bread our Saviour gave to his 
audiamus, Di (ciples, and that that Bread mas his Body, which ſort of ex- 
N preſſions your own learned men allow to prove a figurative 
. Domi- Body onely, ſince Bread can no otherwiſe be the Body of Chriſt. 


t, dedit- . 
— Diſcipulis ſuis, eſſe corpus Domini Salvatoris, ipſo dicente ad ent, Accipite, come- 
ite, Hoc iſt Corpus menm. St. Hieron. Hedibiæ. Tom. 3. p. 144. Edit. Froben. 


ge © 


I wonder what you brought the Teſtimonies for, about the 

Clergy's always praying; if you did it for a touch at our mar- 

ried Clergy, remember that wouches your ſelf ; and tho it 

p. 53. does not me, yet this I will aſſure you that St. Hieroms 
Argument is very faulty and proves nothing at all becauſe it 

proves x60 much, ſince if the Clergy muſt abſtain from Matri- 

mony, becauſe they muſt always pray; upon the very ſame 

reaſon all the Chriſtian Laity will be obliged alſo to abſtain 

1 Theſ. g. from it, they being moſt expreſly commanded to pray without 
17. ceaſing. — | 
P.54455» From St. Chryſoſtom you have brought us a great many pa/- 
56, Nc. ſages. How much that Learned Father delighted iu N 
rical Flights hath been already obſerved above, when I exa- 

mined juſt ſuch quotations as theſe about St. Perer s Supremacy; 

and that bis Homilies are not to be ſtrictly taken, nor can be 

in a literal ſenſe, hath been abundantly proved above How- 

ever here you are for — the paſſages you cite him for 

about a Tran ſubſtamiation taken in a literal ſenſe : which no 

man of learning would have ſaid, ſince it is impoſſible they 

; 3 ENDL lee but in one of 
beo: roy A, ĩ Nb . dvrs them. How nom I would ſee his 
Thy Hege if, Toy rm, Te Form, his Figure, 1 —— 44 l 
e Klose bebellf us ſeeſt bin dur toucheſt 
Sie. D. Chryt. in Matth. Tom. 3. chow eateſt hin. I appeal to thar 
14. Edit. Savil. perſon of meaneſt judgment in- your 
whole Church, whoever he be, to your 

own ſecond thoughts, whether any one can or does, ſtrictly 


ſpeak 
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| ſpeaking, See, Touch or Eat our Saviour: therefore if you 

will have a literal ſenſe of theſe and ſach his hyperbolical ex- 
preſſions, you are ealily anſwered, that rheſe paſſages you quote 

from St. Chryſoſtom prove nothing at all, becauſe they prove * 

too much ; becauſe they aſſert that which all learned men, nay , 
all men except you, t to be impoſſible. But beſides all rig. 
this, Jou your ſelf afford us a little paſſage, which evident- 2 g 
ly d roys your attempt of making St. Chry/oſtom a Tranſub- | art Td 
ftantiation man, which you endeavour by your Engliſh to ob- cid; 
ſcure, (as you have ſerved many a larger place in your Book) 47%, K. 
and therefore I will clear the place thus, for as that Body is "7,9. 
united 10 Chriſt, ſo we alſo are united to him by this Bread, h 141, 
which ſufficiently proves the Subſtance of the Bread to remain iu 
in the Euchariſt. St. Chryſaſtom's opinion as to this point in Idem. in 
controverlie betwixt au is ſo apparent from the lare recovered 1.5: 4 
Epiſtle of his to Cæſarius, as nothing can be more, 1 ſhall - 4 5. 
reſerve it to a further enler occaſion. 379. 


CHAP. XXIV. 


Hu further Arguments for it out of St. Auſtin, Cyril of A- 
lexandria, Theodoret, &c. Anſwered. 


Moſt in the next place follow you to St. Auſtin, and ſee P:59 Co, 
what you would have from him, who is ſo extraordinaty . 
plain and ſo point blank againſt Tranſubſtantiation. I will 
not onely ſay, that che Places you have from him, as ſpoken 
allegoricaly, cannot do your buſineſs, tho you help them (as 
you did St. Hierom, when you tranſlated Vinum, Blood ; 
St. Chryſoftom when you tranſlated & the Euchariſt) by 
tranſlating Sacramentum a Sacrifice : but will give you & place 
or two to convince you that St. Auſtin was not for Tranſubſtan- 
tiation. ; : 
In his Book, againſt Adamantw, he ſays plainly, For our Non enim 
Lord made no ſcruple to ſay, this is my Body, when he gave the _ | 
Sign of his Body. ; licere, Hoe 
ef} corpus mtum, cum Signum daret corporis ſui. Aug. contr. Adamant. c. * Edit. Baſil, 
| n 


2 


_ | 
Sein In his rn ace he ſays, (i) that if the Sacraments 
925 amen- had no reſemblance wit — — are the Sacra- 
14 quendan ments, they would not be aments at all fra their reſem- 
Jmilitudl- 4p ance ir 1s that they com bear the names of the things them- 
. Ce ie, for L, ll, Sacrament of the Body of Chrif is after « 
quarum Sa- certain manner the Body * „ Jo the Sacrament of Faith is 
cramenta Faith. I might eaſily you , how he diſtinguiſhes be- 


nen he tyyeen Sacramentum and Res Sacramenti, that Judas onely re- 


bcrent, om- 


nino Sacra. ceived Panem Domim, whereas the reſt of the Apoſtles re- 
menta non Ceived Panem Domiaum; but 1 mult haſten to your next Te- 
r. Ex ftimonies from St. Cyril of Alexandria, the firſt of which hath 
uten been already more than once anſwered ; your ſecond is directiy 
Teiler, againſt your ſelf, the Jews fault being that bey underſtood 
ne plerumg; a8 n . = . 

eri am ipſa- our Saviour in a literal ſenſe , and not in the Spiritual in 
74m rerum which he meant it; and Nicodemus his fault was of the [ame 


nomina ac- nature about Re arion 5 ſo that you certainly took this- 


unt. Si- place on truſt without conſideringge ; and your Feer at the 
— af — of it is both groundleſs and iculous hiſtius dottion, 


quendam hei Preſto, be gone, do far better become your People who 
Daum (a- teach that upon pronouncing hoe eſt corpus meum the Bread 
Cw» i gone, and the Body of Chriſt is in irs room in a erice + but to 


cht en- paſs ſuch childiſh ſtuff, your Lef Teſtimony from rhisSt.Cyril 


pus Chriſti does not deſerve any conſideration, it proving nothing for 


455 * « your purpoſe. 


. ce Sanguis Chriſti eſt, ita Sacranentum Fidei Files eft. Aug. Ey. 2 3. ad Boul- 
ce. P. 6 . 

ade. 1 am now arrived at  bjzz, whom of all men I little 
P. 63- thought you would have cited in, and of all places you would 
ans not have medled with that yon do; but to give you your 
— due, 0 are a hardy man, and reſolved to go through with 
7 Theodore alfo, tho you loſe ſome Skin by it, and get never 
1:x7 e fo many blows and hard words. Well then you us hi: 
15% ſecond Dialogue againſt the Eutychians, where after the Que- 
az], ſtions asked and anſwered about the Sacramental Bread and 
COP Vine, their being the ſymbols of the true Body and Blood 
liesſingg Of Chriſt, which is alſo received it ſelf in the Euchariſt the * 
— Eutychian thinking be had caught the Ortbodox Adver ſary, 


2 8 . 
u fuiſaca m, Ine Ad. —— —— ae 
Jo, tis Ty Seſey add. The — EE, argues 


: 
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a upon his conceſſion, that as the Symbols then of the 
Body and Blood | here you make a ſtop, and it was time for 
you to do it, wherein you ſhew, tho no honeſty, yet ſome cun- 
»ing; but I muſt continue the objection of the Eutychian to 
make the ſenſe clear and full, as well as to ruine your ſity - 
deſign hence] are one thing before Conſecration, but after it 
are changed, and made another thing; juſt ſo the Body of our 
Lord aftegjits aſſumption is changed into rhe divine Subſtance or 
Nature. This was the Euycbian Ar- 2 
gument upon which the f Orthodox , E , ph. apxuay, 
makes à quick, reply, and tells him NO aas 115 2 
that he was — in his on Nets, ince as” clan S 2 FR > 
the Myſtical Symbols | the bleſſed Bread l jj m vids, N Veg] d 
and il ine] do not after | or upon] their 5 dn d 4 reiter wy. 
Conſerration depart from their eſſential ( Diat. 2. p. 85. Edit. 
Nature, but continue in their former Sub- en e. 255 
ſtance, Form, and Kind, and are as viſible, and as palpable 
now, as they were before their Conſecration, &c. This place A 
of Theodoret is ſo demonſtrative againſt Tranſubſtantiation, ca 
that you had need, if you muſt be bringing it in for you; #292 
to obſcure the ſenſe by your abrupt & cerera, and to fallify g 
it too as you have done here by a ridiculous Tranſlation, 4 10 
which quite ſpoils Theodoret's Argument hence againſt the —— — 
Eutychians, as I ſhall by and by ſhew in one of my Corol. ela ren. 
lartes ; in the interim to let you and the world ſee the intake. , ,* 
rable diſmgenuity of your tranſlating -i appear 1 — 
other than in their own nature, I will but bring a ſhort , 3 
ſage out of his firſ# Dialogue to evince it, where he ſays, Thy Nen 
our Saviour honoured the Symbols and Signs [the Sacramental Ty quo 
Bread and Wine | with the names of his Body and his Blood _ 
not [Hy] changing at all their NATURE, Js by adding of as. Bw, 
GRACE to Nature. p. 18. 
Proclys of "Conſtantinople your next Aut bor is directly a- - 
gainſt your ſelf, ſince it is the Preſence of the Holy Ghoſt ac- — — 
cording to bim, and not of the Natural Body and Blood of 20e Tha 
Chriſt, which makes the Bread and mingled Wine, the very Bo- Exe 


dy and Blood of Chriſt. ny Ts A 

4 — — 4 7 "I TTyey os 

— 2 bw Tj AYTOT Mig Hagia Ly 8 «is ĩeęs ea dH e- 

d HνZil E, auTo Susie 70 Owjhdt = dE TH o Ira ; » 

«radNity. Procli C. P. de Traditione D. Liturgie. p. 38 1. — Rome 1650. Ks 
N 


Your 
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Your Quotation from Eucheriu (p. 64.) falls in with 
thoſe from St. Ambroſe, and is anſwered there. That from 
Ifidore Peluſiota, (p. 65.) and that from Pope Leo, wh ch is 
falſe tranſlated, have been anſwered ſufficiently above Your 


p. 68. 
e ſo very allegorical and cannot be taken in a /iteral ſenſe; but 
Commu- that which we meet with in his (d) Sacramentary is directly 
nionem + againſt. Tranſubſtantiation, where in Prayer it's ſaid, We 


i panis | 
u Bread and Cup, are made one Body of Chriſt. 
— -—_ (e) Venerable Bede's words are as clear as we could wiſh, 


. bg fay 
I and Blood of the Paſchal Lamb, the Sacrament of his 
* Fleſh and Blood under the figure of Bread and Mine, () and 
Sliius ſalu- in another place, that our Lord gave to bi. — 2 at his Laſt 
tari⸗ 2 Supper the Figure of his ſacred Body and Blood. | 
amus effe- 25 
Gum cujus per Myſteria PIGNUS accepimus. Greg. L. Sacram. p. 137%. Ed. Par. 1695. 
(e) De videlicet pro carne Agni vel ſanguinem ſue carnis anden Sacramentum 
in Pam ac Vini Figura ſubſtituens, &c 'Beda Cam. in Luc.22.p.424Edit.Colon.1612, 
(f) Cena, in qua Figuram ſacreſancti corporis, ſanguiniſſ ; ſui Diſcipulis tradidit, 
Sc. Idem. in Plal. 3. p. 324. 
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CHAP. XXV. 
Some Corollaries againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 


Hi hitherto ſufficiently anſwered all your pretended 
L Proofs for Tranſubſtantiation, and ſhewn in part the 
Senſe and Arguments of the Fathers againſt it, inſtead of wea- 
rying my ſelf, or rather our Reader with any more of your 
Authors which you very irregularly place, and which you your 
ſelf will grant to be. produced to mo purpoſe, if the former 
Primitive Fathers were of a contrary Faith about the Eucha- 
riſt : I ſhall here adjoyn a few Corollaries to vindicate the 
Faith of the Catbolick and Apoſtolical Church of England 
againſt 7ranſubſtantiation, and will make it apparently clear 
that ber Doctrine and Faith herein is both Primitive and Or- 
thodex, and exactly rhe ſame with that of the Fathers of the 
Catbolick Church. | 3 
My firſt Corollary ſhall be, That the Fathers gave ſuch Ti- x, Coral, 
tles to the Conſecrated Elements of Bread and Wine, ' as utterly 
exclude a Tranſubſt antiation. 
It was ſufficiently common with them, to call the Elements 
the Figure, ; the Sign, | the Type, the Antitype, tt the * Tertulli- 
Similitude, [| and the Symbols of rhe Body and Blood of Chriſt, an con. 
„and a whole Oecumenical Council of 338 Biſhops at Conſtan- Marcion. 


rinople, A. D. 754. declare :hem to be the true (and opely) 2 al 
Image of our Saviour's Body and Blood. 4a 
in 3. P/al. 


t Auguſt.de Doctr. Chriſti c.7. Origen. Dialag. cont. Marcion. p.116.Edit.Wers. { Baſil. 
Anaphora. Cyril. Hieroſol. Col. A. Cat. Myſ. ** Greg. Naz. Orat.11. Macarius. Hom. 27. 
Tt Auguſt. in Gratiano. ||| Theodoret.Dialog.2. *4* Tom 6.Concil. Edit. Coſſart. 


Theſe Expreſſions and the like Targue to be utterly incon- 
ſiſtent with the Elements, being Tranſubſtentiated into the 
very Body and Blood of Chrift, ſince it is impoſſible any thing 
can be the Figure of a thing, and the thing it ſelf; or the this 
ic ſelf, and yet but the figure of it: he that will affirm this 
may without an —_— ſay that the Sign of the King at a 
Tavern door is the King — 4 —p the Picture of the Ship 

2 in 
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in St. Pauls Church-yard is as real a true Ship, as any on the 
River, and that the Image of the King in the Exchange is te- 
ally King James 24. in his very Perſon. In ſhort, if any ching 

be the Figure, it cannot be the thing; if it be the thing it 
ſelf, it cannot be the Figure of it, ſince nothing can be the 
Figure of it ſelf. And therefore if Chriſt's Natural Body be 
really on the Altar, that which is there cannot be the F- 
gure Of it ; But if (as the Fathers almoft unanimouſly ſpeak) 
that which is there be the Figure, the Sign of it, then conſe- 
quently our Saviour Natural Body it ſelf is not. 


Set Tertul- 


This is ſo evident, I think I need not ſay any more upon 


lian's th this Poinz,L might very eaſily elſe have ſheven that the Strength 


Book a- 
gainſt 
Marcion. 


of one of Teriullian's Arguments, for our Saviour his having 
a true ſubſtantial Body, againſt Marcion depended wholly on 


ch. 4oth. the Euchariſt, its being the FIGURE. of bx Body: but I 


* Et poteſt Sacramentum Adoptio- 
nu, Adoptio nuncupari. Sicut Sacra- 
mentum Corpors © Sanguinis eus, 
quod eſt in Pane & Poculo conſecrato, 


Corpus ejus & Sanguinem dici mus. 


Non quod proprie Corpus ej us fit Pams 
& Poculum Sanguis: Sed quod in ſe 
Myſterium Cor poris ejus, ſanguiniſq; 
contineant. Hinc & 1pſe Dominus be- 
nediqtum Panem & Calicem, quem 


Diſcipulis tradidit, Corpus & Sangui- 


nem ſuum Vocavit. Facund. Herm. 
pro Defenſ. 3. Capit. Con. Chalced. 
Lib. 9. c. 5. p. 404, 405. Edit. Sir- 
mood. 1629. 


them his Body and bs 


will wave it, and conclude this Co- 
rol/ary with that of Facundus, Biſhop 
of Hermiana in Africa, the Sacra- 
ment of Adopticn may be called by the 
name of Adoption, as we call the Sa- 
crament of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, be conſecrated Elements of Bread 
and Wine, hs Body and hs Blood; not 
that the Bread & properly b Body, or 
the Cup h Blood, but becauſe they con- 
tain the Myſtery of bus Body and Blood: 
upon which very account it , that 
when our Lord delivered the conſecrated 
Bread and Cup to hu Diſciples, hecalled 
Blood. One thing I muſt not forget 


here, that tho” rheſe Fathers and the Church of England with 
them, look upon the conſecrated Elements as Signs and Figures 
onely, yet che and we believe that by the Inſt itut ion of Chriſt 


they are the Means of conveying all the Virtue and Benefits of 
our Savicur's crucified Body, of communicating the Blood 
and Body of Chriſt unto every worthy Communicant. This I 
could not omit to let you ſee the ſillineſs of your fooliſh Cant 
up and down of meer Signs of what, meer figures, &c, ſuch 
Expreſſions were deſigned againſt the Church of England, 

or 
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or what do they in your Book againſt ber; if they were, I 

muſt tell you that they are ſottiſnly ridiculous, and moſt into- 

lerable from a man, who was, I am ſorry I can ſay it, a Ai 

niſter of the Church of England, and therefore muſt ſo often 

have ſeen her Articles, and ſo often have uſed her Communi- 

on Service. | 

My Second Corollary is, That ſuch things are attributed to 2. Corll. 
the Sacramental Body and Blood of Chriſt, by the Primitive Fa- 
thers, as do altogether exclude their being tran/ubſtantiated in- 
to the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt. 

I inſtance in that of the Sacramental Body and Blood of 
Chriſt their being ſaid to Nouriſh our Bodies. 

That the conſecrated Elements do nouriſh our Bodies is very 
apparent from a St. Tuſtin Martyrs ſaying that aur fleſh and ; — 
blood are — by the conſecrated Elements being changed essv a, 
into our Subſtance : From b Jrenæm and c Tertullian, thiour Tes 
Fleſh is fed and nouriſhed with the Body and Blood of Chriſt: 7,5 2 
From d Origen, that the Euchariſt as to its Material Part, un- — Ss 
dergoes the common courſe of our common repaſts : From e Ii. Tete! 
dore of Seil, that the Subſtance 1 tbe Viſible Bread an diu u- 


Wine ds nowriſh the owward man, that is our Bodies, as the Itin. Apo- 


Word of Chriſt, the Living Bread doth nouriſh the Souls of b ven 4 
the Faithfull Communic anti. Cali 
s Pants 


percipiunt verbum Dei, fit Euchariſtia Sanguinis & Corporis Chriſti, ex quibus au- 
getur & conſiſtit Carnis noſtræ Suhſtantia. S. Iren. c. Hxr. 1. 5. C. 12. 

c Caro Corpore & Sanguine Chriſti veſcitur, ut & Anima de Deo ſaginetur. Tert. 
de Reſurrect. c. 8. 

d- Ile Cibus, qui ſantt ificatur per Verbum Det, perg; obſecratimem, jiixta id quad 
habet materiale, in ventrem abit © in ſeceſſum ej icitur. Orig. in 15. Matt. p. 27. 

e 2nia ſieut viſibilu Pans © Vini ſubſtantia exteriorem nutrit & inebriat homi- 
nem: ita Verbum Det, qui eſt Pans Vi vis, participatione ſui Fideliumrecreat mentes. 
Iſidor.Hiſpal apud Rathramni. Lib de Corp. & Sang D p. I 20. Edit. Paris. Boileau 1686. 


Rathramne or Bertram f uſes this Nouriſhment of our Bo- f Up and 
dies by the Sacramental Body and Blood, for an Argument 99%" the. 


to prove his diſtinguiſhing betwixt rhe Sacramental and the — his 


Natural Body of Chriſt to be juſt and neceſſary: 8 Our Saxon Book 
| from p127. 
g Ila Euchariſtia temporaria eſt, non ezerna : corruptibilis z eritg; as .. 
Gbilis : inter Dentes manditur, & in ſeceſſym emittitur. Homulia Anglo Sax. apud . 
notas V Vhelochi in Beda. L. 5 c. 22. p. 472. Edit. Cautabrig. 1644. . 
Paſchal 


3. Coro!l. 
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Paſchal Homily, which uſed to be read in aur Churches in the 
Tenth Century follows Rathramn exactly in this point, and 
teaches that the Sacramentel Body is corruptible, becauſe it may 
be broke into ſeveral pigees, . by the Teeth, and being 
ſwallowed down into the Stomach, is tbence caſt into the 


draug bt. 

Having collected Paſſages enough, that which I intend to 
prove from them is, that the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt 
(into which you Tranſubſtantiators ſay the Bread and Hine up- 
on Conſecration are trenſubſtantiated) cannot without the 
greateſt impiety be thus ſaid to Nonriſh our Bodies. There 
is no one that underſtands what Nouri means,how that 
macerating by the Teeth, Digeſtion in the Stomach, Separation 
in the Gs of the impure and excrementitious (which pa- 
ſes into the draught) from the purer, which paſſing through 
the eals, and other chanel; falls into the Common Maſs 
of Blood, are all nece in order to Nowriſhment ; but muſt 
at the tame time abhor the very thought of ar Saviour Na- 
tural Body undergoing ſuch tortures and changes in order to 
the Nouriſhment of our Bodies. Either it is Bread or Wine, or 
the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt that undergoes theſe 
ſeveral ſtages in order to our Nouriſhment : Neither you nor 
we talk of ay third Body for theſe purpoſes. If there be no 
Bread and Wine upon Conſecration left, which you affirm, 
then it is unavoidable that the Natural Body and Blood of 
Chriſt which are come into the others place muſt afford rhis 
Neuriſhment to our Bodies ; but if you dare not affirm this, 
which it were moſt blaſphemous to do; it will of neceſſity 
follow that the ſubſtances of the Bread and Wine do after 
conſecration continue in order to bi Nouriſiment, and there- 
fore no Tranſubſtantiatiom either is or could be believed by 
them, who did attribute this power of nouriſhing to the Sa- 
cramental Body and Blood of Chriſt. | 

My next Corollary is, That the Fathers ſpeak ſuch things of 
the Euchariſt, as are perfectly inconſiſtent with its having after 
Conſecration the bare Accidents, and Species of Bread and 
Wine. | 

The Proof of this Corollary depends upon the preceding, 
which ſhewed that the General Doctrine of the Farbers — 
that 
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that aur Bodies are wowriſbed by the Sacraments] Body and 
Blood of Chrift. Now as I made it evident in the /af# Corol- 
lary that ths Nowriſhment wes infinitely inconſiſtent with the 
Nature of Chrift his Natural Body now, and for ever to con- 
tinue, in a glorified ſtate ; ſo it is as eaſie to ſhew, that /uch 
Nouriſhment is as inconſiſtent with your upſtart ridiculous 
Doctrine of. Accidents: Since the bare Accidents and Species 
cannot »:wriſha Body, and ſince it is impoſſible that Tl 
which hath neither Subſtance, Matter, Quantity nor Body 
ſhould give or add to another both Subſtance, Matter, Quas 
tity and Body, every one of which ate neceſſary to a corpo- 
ral Nouriſhment from which we muſt conclude that the Fa- 
thers never ſo much as dreamed of bare Accidents after Con- 
ſecration, ſince They taught and wrote that which is utter- 
ly inconſiſtent with ſuch things, and conſequently with 
Tranſubſtantiation. 

This Corollary I intended chiefly for your ſake Mr. Sc/a- 


ter, and the late Tranſlator's of Bertram, Monſieur Boileas * Printed 


the Dean of Sens, As you had a mind to impoſe upon us OS 
I . 


that Irenæus his pars terrena of the Euchariſt was the Acci- 
dents, which conſequently muſt nouriſh ut, notwithſtanding 
- their having nothing of Sub ſtance; ſo f he very gravely up 
and down his Tranſlation, and his Remarks tells us of the Bo- 
dies being nouriſhed by that which falls under the ſenſe; by 
which he onely means as he continually explains himſelf, the 


p. 31. 


1 p. 85. 
919 p. 


118. 
p. 152 


126. 


meer figure and vail, the meer Accidents of Bread and Wine, C. 


with which the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt are wailed. 
I muſt acknowledge that I am aſtoniſhed toſee a man,who 
hath doubtleſs a great deal af 
ſenſe with ſuch formal Gravit durſt appeal to his own 
Conſcience, and am —— that he does not believe bim- 
ſelf, that Figures, Vails and Accidents, which according to 
all mens notions of :bew are without any ſubſtance, and are 
ect nothings as to Body, can give nouriſhment to, or in- 
creaſe the Subſtances of our Bodies, A man might as well 
write that people may dine at Church on the Miniſters voice, 
as that nom entities, meer nothings can nouriſh vur Bodies, 
But if you t be reſolved to believe ſo ſtill, I would deſire 
no other Argument to make you both recant, than that you 
FL 


arning, write direct non- 


9.40 
949. 
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two (were the thing poſſible in Nature to ſeparate the A. 
cidents, Qualities, and Modifications of Bodies from the:ſub- 
ſtances of the Bodies themſelves) might be put up, and con- 
ſtrained to live but ene forinigbt upon theſe ſame Accident. 
and Vails, and try how nouriſhing the are: I am pretty 
certain that it would cure you of believing corporeal Acci- 
dents, and bim of ever writing again that Figures do, or can 
* Ow's mayiſh. 
eonceſſerit, I will conclude this Corollary with a paſſage out of St. 
72 Auſt ins Solilequies, which will abundantly confirm al that 
— „ have ſaid in this Gerollary, Who can grant, (faith he) o- 
id quod in think, it poſſible, that that which 5s in [ and depends for it: 
Subjefo being upon] a Subject, can continue, when the Subject ir ſelf 
eft, mane- ,, periſhed ? for it is « Monſtrous thing, and as far as can be 
ar if" from Truth, that that which would have no Being but for the 
Subjekte Subject in which it is, can ſtill have a Being, when it: Sub- 
Menſtru- ject [on which it depended] hath none. 
oſum e- 
nim, E 2 veritate alieniſſimum eſt, ut id, quod non eſſer, niſi in ipſo eſſet, etiam cum 
ipſum non fuerit, poſſit eſſe. D. Auguſt. Solioliq. J 2. c. 13. p. 536. Edit. Baſil. 1 369. 


Before I paſs to my next Corollary, I muſt make a little 

Digreſſion to expoſtulate with the French Dean about his 

Tranſlation of Rathramn or Bertram, and his Remarks upon 

it: He muſt certainly think ſo much wrong could not be 

put upon ſo venerable a Writer, and no body would ſpeak 

in his behalf ; it was a ſtrange attempt to make Bertram a 

goed Catholick, that is in your ſtile, a true man for Tranſub- 

ftantiation at laſt, when hitherto their Church had damned 

this Writer to the Pit of Hell, and Mr. Sclater himſe!f hath 

p. 76. very chronelegically put b ng the followers of Bereng a- 

p. 75. Tins, who firſt diſturbed the long peace, and as long continued 

Faith of the Catholick Church of Tranſubſtantiation. This 

ſtrange attempt was accompanied with Arts and Tricks, as 

ſtrange, and unuſual with all honeſt men, that is, with a 

violent pervyerting. of the Authors ſenſe, and an wuſt, and 

,. moſt fooliſh Turn of the whole deſignof Bertram. f This Gentle- 

— man makes Bertram to write bis Book againſt ſome that held 

upon Ber- | 

— p. 207, 208, c. Printed at the end of his Tranſlation. Paris, 1686. 


— 


1 
our Saviou Natural Body was received in the Encharift with: 
out any Veil or Figure, that is, to put it into downright 
Engliſh, with the very ſame Dimenſions, Skin, Hair, Fleſh, Head, 
Feet and Arms that he had on the Croſs, But is it probable 
there ever were any ſuch men; No, it is ſo far from ir, that 
it is impoſſible there ever could, ſince tha Opinion mult he 
grounded 8 their ſeeing it ſo, which I am ſure never was, 
never could be : this Gentleman thinks the very + kzowing what f przf, 
ſtercoraniſm means is enough to confute it; but is it not far P 
ſtronger againſt this fancy of hw, for I dare not call ic 
nens Opinion, ſince 1 am very well ſatisfied there never could 
be any men that held ſuch a thing? 
It is pleaſant however to ſee, how the Dean goes about 
to prove, that there was ſuch an m—_ and ſuch men, againſt 
which our Aut hir did write this Trat ; he tells us, that one 
Abbaudus, and one Gaultier, Prior of St. Victor held, that 
our Saviqur . Natural Body was palpable and ſenſible in the Eu- 
chariſt : but ſince theſe men by his own Confeſſion lived two or 
three hundred years at ſooneſt after Bertram, it is but a very 
odd way of proving that there were ſuch men in or before 
Bertram's time, becauſe there were about three hundred years 
after. Such proof is fitter for Children, than Deans of Ca- 
thedrals to uſe, and ought no more to paſs from him, than if . 213, 
it came from them: but to help himſelf and his ridiculous 214. 
Authorities, he tells us, that it is not probable, that they rwo 
were the firſt Authors of this ** ; now for brevity's ſake 
to ſet this aſide, which is pitiful begging and not proving, 
were theſe two men after all, the Abbaudus and Gualtier of 
this Opinionthat our Saviour*s Body is received in the Euchariſt 
without any Veil, or Figure? This is ſo very falſe, that I 
wonder how any man, that hath common ſenſe or any learn- 


ing could have the face to aſlert it; * they ſay indeed that I — 4 


the Natural Body of Chriſt is palpable and ſenſible in the Eu- % 
f qua 
chriſt, but that they do not mean ſenſible to the Eye, or viſible, dender, 
qua dicunt 
irſum Corpus non frangi, ſed in Albedive ejas Rotunditate aliquid ſaftitart, ſed recogh- 
tar intptum eſſe in Evangelio Chriſti, de Albedine ( Rotunditate diſputare, ec. Ab- 
baudus p. 211. — ſenſuali ter, non ſolum Sacramento, ſed etiam veritate mani bus Sa- 
cer dotum traftari & frangi & fidelium dintibus atteri. Ecet cat holica Eides. Iſe autem Scho- 
laſticus ſic exponit, vere quidem ait, it; ſed in Sacramento tantum, Gaultier p. 212. in the 
Remarks, O is 


[98] 

is hence t becauſe they talk of the Whiteneſe and 

the — which certainly are that which you call the 
vails of our Saviours Body ; and all the intent of their Argu- 
ments Was to e, That tho' our Saviour s Body was hid un- 
der the Accidents of Whiteneſs, Ronndneſs, &c. yet that it 1 
palpable, and ſubjett to be broke, ſince Whiteneſs and Ronndneſs, 
which are meer Accidents, could not be broken, or parted a- 
ſunder. So that now we find by this Dean's help at laſt, that 
Rathramn's or Bertram's Book, was writ againſt no Body, and 
about xzotbing, ſince it is impoſlible there ever were [ach Per- 
ſons, or ſuch an Opinion for any body to write againſt, 

Certainly this Gentleman thought all the world aſleep be- 
ſides their own party, or he could never have had the cou- 
rage to have writ ſuch ſtuff, and tho? I do nqt wonder at 
the French King's giving his Royal Privilege to th Book, and 
calling the Tranſlator, bis dearly beloved, becauſe I ſuppoſe 
he does not deſire to be thought to have read, or examined 
the Book, yet I am perfectly amazed to find the Approbation 
of the Sorbonne to this mo#t rediculous nonſenſical Piece, and can 
give my ſelf no other reaſon for it, than that rhoſe People 
are reſolved to approve and licenſe any thing againſt us, tho it 
be at the ſame time as much — and reaſon. 
I hope ſome one will do, what I cannot have room, or 
leaſure to do here, that is, Take this Dean Builean's Tran- 
flation, and Remarks to task, the very foundation of which 
I have perfectly ruined in that littie I have ſaid here; But 
to return, 

4: Corul. My fourth Corollary is, That the Tlluftrations and Compa- 
riſons, by which the Fathers uſed to prove a Change in the 
Elements, do prove their Opinions to have been oppoſite to 

: Tranſubſt amt iat ion. 

© Greg, I Vill here inſtance in the ſeveral Compariſons, (1) of the 

— in Bape Water in Baptiſm, (2) of the-Perſon baptized, (3) of the Of 

Chriſti, in Cri/m, (40 of the Ordained Perſon, (5) and of the Altar. 
Theſe the Fathers made uſe of to prove ſuch a change in the 

99 — 42 Elements of Bread and Wine. Now there is no man of any 

"7. learning or ſenſe will ſay they taught any Tranſubſt antiar ion 


cram. . 
c. 4» + of the Water, of the Perſon baptized, of the Oyl, of the Stones 


(3) Cyril. Hier. Catech. Nyſtag. 3. (J) Greg. Fyſſen. ſupra. (5) Idem Thidem. 
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of the Altar, or of the Perſonordained, and therefore neither 

a EIT. of the Elements — reed and Wine, 
compare the/e ſeveral changes together, make them 

to be parallel and equal : So that it is evident bey meant an 

equal change in them, and no Tranſubſtantiation of one of 

them, more than of rhe reſt. 

And farther, all the change they attribute to ary of theſe 
things, the Water, the Oyl, the Baprized perſon, &c. is not at 
all as to their ſubſtance, by removing it away; but as to the 
Virtue, Quakty, Office, and Uſe of them, by the Acceſſion or 
Influence of the Spirit of God, as I have particularly ſhewed 
above in Gregory Nyſſen, Cyril of Hieruſalem and St. Ambroſe : 
ſo that I may hence conclude, that as the Primitive Fathers 
taught no ſubſtantial change of any of thoſe things mentioned, 
in order to the Effect, they are dedicated to, ſo they taught 
none of the Bread and Wine in order to their Communica- 
ting to us the Benefits and Virtue of our Saviour's Paſſion. 

I will end this Corollary with that of Theodorer, (2) our (2) Od res 
Saviour honoured the Symbols and Signs, the Conſecrated Bread vd us 
and Wine, with the Titles of bis Body and his Blood, not Cbyq I. #*z 
changing their NATURE at all, but [by] adding GRACE to ,m - 
NATURE. 0 galud)G 


Tegonnn 
ela vil luuxi, d I vor wilabardy, dd xde v evou v ee, Theadorth. 
Dial. 1. p. 18. Edit. Sirnond. 1642. 


My fifth Corollary ſhall be, That the Argument from the Eu- 
chariſt uſed by the Fathers to prove the Verity of the two 
Natures in Chriſt, doth evidently deny, and rejeſt any Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. 

This 1 ſhall demonſtrate from particular Fathers, moſt 
eminent in their times; the firſ# of which ſhall be the Great 
St. Chryſoſt om, in his Epiſtle to Cæſarius a Monk, whom be 
was endeavouring to ſecure from Apollinarius his Hereſie, who 
denyed the Truth of the two Natures in Chriſt, For the diſ- 
proving of which falſe Doctrine, among other Arguments, He 
urges this from the Euchariſt. (i) For 


in the Exchariſt | before the Bread is A* J —— —— ol ror 


Conſecrated, we call it Bread, but after il ; Gratil, 
that, ly the mediation of the —_— Di- da. 2 ue, liberatus of quiden 
2 


vine 


—— 1 PANIS, dignus autem 
habitat eft Dominica Corporis AP- 
PELLATIONE, etiamſs NATURA 
PANIS in yfo permanſe, O& non duo 
Corpora, ſed unum Corpus Filii pradi- 
catur: Sic & hie Divina ide, 
id eſt, inundante Corporis naturd, u- 
fun filium, un am prrſonam, utraq; bec 
ecerunt. Agnoſcendum tamim incor: 
fuſam, & indivifpbilem rationem, non 


in una ſolum Naturd, ſed in duabus 


perfe4is. DO. Chryſ. Ep. ad Cæſ. in the 
Appendix to the Defence of the Ex- 
poſition, Cc. p. 156. 
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vine Grace hath ſanftified it, it is no 
longer called Bread, but is bonoured 
with the name of our Lord's Body, th 
the nature of Bread continue in it 
ſtill ; and it doth not become two di- 
ſtint Bodies, but one Body of the Son 
of God; even ſo here the Divine Na- 
ture being united to the humane | os 
Body J, they together makg up but one 
Son, one Perſon. But muſi however 
be acknowledged to remain without Con- 


fuſion after an indiviſible manner, not 
iz one NATURE, but in TWO PERFECT NATURES. 
The very ſame Argument doth Theodoret urge againſt the 
Eutychians, whoſe Hereſie was the ſame with that of Apol- 
lonarizs, as I have above put down his words at large from his 
ſecond Dialogue againſt the Eurychian Hereſie (p. 70.) 
One of your own Popes, Gelaſius I. againlt the ſame Here- 
(4) Certe ticks, ſays, (2) Doubileſs the SACRAMENTS of the Body 
Sutramen- and Blood of Chriſt, which we receive, are a Divine Thing, 
ta, que ſu- in that they make us partakgrs of the Divine Nature, though 
— SUBSTANCE or NATURE of the BREAD and WINE 
wet: „ doth ſtill Remain : and indeed the IMAGE and Likeneſs of 
chrift;,Di- Chriſt's Body and Blood is celebrated in the Myſterious Alt ion. 
vina Res By this therefore we are plainly taught to think the ſame of our 
eſt proper Lord Chriſt himſelf, as we profeſs, celebrate and receive, in, or 
— per by, his IMAGE, hat as the Elements paſs into a Divine Nature, 
vine efici- by the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt, and yet continue to have 
mur Conſor- their own Proper Nature, ſo that principal Myſtery (the Incar- 
uu nation) the Virtue and Efficacy of which the L Conſecrated 
"amen Elements} do truly Repreſent unto us, doth as evidently demon- 
e(ſe non de Rep 5 4 24 
ſinit Su g. ſtrate, that there is One True and Entire Chriſt, conſiſting of 
SH two diſtin Natures. | 
vel NATY-' 
RA PANIS& VINI : & ctrte TMAGO & SIMILETWDO GORPORIS & SANGWINIS 
Chriſti in Aftiont Myſteriorum celebrantur. Satis ergo nobis evidenter oftenditur, boc nobis 
mn ipſo Chriſto Domino ſentiendum, quod in tjus Imagine profitemur, celebramus & ſumimus, ut 
feeut inhanc, ſcilicet in Divinam-tranſeant , Santiq ſpiritu perſciente, Subſlantiam , PER- 
MANENTE tan in fue ( rect.) ſud-PROPRIETATE NATURA : Sic illud ipſum Myſte- 


am Principale, cujus nobis efficientiam, virtutemg; veraciter REPRESENTANT, ex quibus 


conftat proprie PERMAN US unum Chriftum, quia inttgrum, veriong; e de- 
monftrant, Gelaſius Papa de duabus in Chriſto Naturis in Biblioth, P. prum. Parte 3. 
Tom. 3. p. 671. Edit. Colon, 1618, : Ephrem, 


p 
[161] 
Ephrem, or, Epbremine, the Patriarch of Antioch in the 


b Century urges the 
1 2 


d 
ame Argument (3) againſt the ſame G) Sond 


That which I gather from theſe evident'places of theſe great lioth, nom. 


Men,is, that as they held the humane Nature to continue entire 
after its Union with the Divine into the One Perſon of Chriſt, 
ſo they held the true Subſtance of the Bread to continue after its 
Conſecration into the Sacramental Body of Chriſt ; and that 
if they had not believed thi, they would never have uſed 5: ag 
an Argument to prove the other. 

Theſe Places and this Argument are ſo convictive, that I ad- 
mire that any man can believe Tranſubſtantiation, that does 
but read and conſider tbem. I know ſome of your Writers ſay, 
that the Fathers by Subſtance and Nature here mean onely the 
outward Appearance and the bare Accidents. 

But, not to inſiſt how we ſhall ever -know any Arthor?s ſenſe 
in any one thing, if men may take rhis Liberty not onely to 
make a word ſignifie what they pleaſe, but the direct contrary 
to what it ſbould and always doth ;, This is to make the whole 
Argument of theſe ſeveral GreateZ# Men, of a Pope himſelf and 
bim perhaps as learned as ever ſat in the Chair, and as Infali- 
ble, perfect Foolery and direct Sophiſtry; to give up their 
Cauſe, as well as their Arguments unto the Hereticks, their 
Enemies, While they make ihe e Learned Fathers to prove that 
Chrift had not the Appearance onely (which none of the Euty- 
chians did deny him) but a true humane Nature hy the Exam- 
ple of a Thing, which had not the true Nature of Bread, but 
the bare Appearance of it without any Subſtance. 

Certainly ſuch men do not conſider what great wrong they 
doe to theſe Fathers in making their Arguments ſo very weak, 
and impertinent : Had They then believed Tranſubſtantiation, 

it had been perfect Madneſs in Them to uſe the Euchariſt for 
an Argument againſt the Heretiths, ſince the Hereticks would 
moſt eaſily have retorted it, and ſhewn out of their own 
mouths, that «as upon Con ſecrat ion the Subit ance of the Bread 
is gone, and not hing but the appearance of Bread remains; ſo 
upon the Union of the two Natures the humane was abſorpr, or 
(to borrow a word of you for the Extychians) tranſubſtantia- 
ted into the Divine, and onely the Appearance of fleſh = 
; mained : 


: / 


229. 
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mained: and this the Fathers could never have diſproved, if 
they themſelves had held, that the Appearance of a Thing as to 
Colour, Dimenſion, Smell, Taft, &c. might ſabſiſt without the 
Subſtance unto which thoſe do belong. 
In a word, had there been ſuch a thiuꝑ as  Tranſubtantia» 
ien believed then, as the Fathers could not have urged the 
Example of the Euchari# its continuing in the very ſame NA- 
TURE and SUBSTANCE it had before Conſecration againſt 
the Eutychian Heretichi; ſo it is Morally Impoſſible, that thoſe 
Hereticks ſhould omit” ſo home an * in Defence of 
themſelves: but ſince theſe are never known to have urged 
any ſuch thing for themſelves, and we find the Greateſt and 
mol Learned Fathers urging the Example of the EUCHA- 
RIST its remaining in the TRUE SUBST ANCES of BREAD 
and WINE after CONSECRATION, we have all the Reaſon 
in the World to conclude, that the Fathers neither did, nor 
could ever believe ſach a thing as Tranſubſtantiation, 
I might have added another Corollary from the Diſtinction 
between the Natural and the Spiritual Fleſh and Blood of 
-Chriſt ſo much inſiſted on by the Fathers, Clemens of Alexan- 
(4)Pedag. 4,3, (4) and others, and eſpecially by Rathramnor Bertram, 
L.2.c- 2+ ho hath made it the Subject of the Second Part of his Book 
. from Section 5oth. p. 127; by our Countreymen (5) Alfrick 
non eft cor- Arch-Biſhop of Canterbury in an Epiſtie to Wulphin Biſhop of 
pus Chriſti Shirbourn, and by Wulphin himſelf (6) in a Synodjcal Oration 
CORP — of his to his Clergy, in the Tenth Century near a Thouſand years 
raspineafier Chill. | 
TUALL I might alſo have inſiſted on ſome more ſuch, 3 
TER. Nen on that Account in Heſychius ¶ of the Cuſtome of the Church 
Corpus il- of Feruſalem to burn what was left of the Conſecrated Elements; 
3 but to avoid being tedious, thoſe I have already made are 
pal Corpus abundantly ſufficient to ſhew that 7. aſe antiation was 
— de * not, could not be the Belief of the FATHERS; that heir 
cu eff, 
quando Panem & Vinum in EUCHARISTTAM nage una ante Paſſionem ſuam Conſecravit, Al. 
. ENRESS = 7 
Cor ter, ſe . , 5 
—— Vinum ea gue P anteceſſit noFe in Hoſtiam Conſecravit , & de Sa- 


crato Pane dixit, Hoc eft Corpus &c. Wulfini Oratio Synodica apud Uſſer, de cbriſt. 
in Levi, I. 2, c. 8, 


Eccl, Succtſ. & Statu, c. 2. p. 44+ (7) He 
| FAITH 


[163] 
FAITH the EUCHARIST is the very SAME 
with the FAITH taught and embraced by the CHURCH of 
ENGLAND, which was the Thing I undertook to evince. 


CH A P. XXIV. 


Two or Three Reflexions upon the Remainder of Mr, Sclater's 
Book: The Conclaſion;”! * 


— 


Aving done This, I ſhall pot trouble my ſelf with the 

H reſt of your Citations, but ſhall wave them as not one 
jot to the Purpoſe, ſince if they ſhould be againſt OUR 
CHURCH. I have already proved that hey are as much againſt 
THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH. I will onely make t or 
three Reflections upon the Reſt of your Book, and then take 
leave of you. 

The Firſt ſhall be upon your Great Later an Council, That , g. 
it did determine ( allowing, what is denyed by /ome of your © * 
own ſide,that things were managed fairly at this Meeting) for 
Tranſubſt antiation, and for the PAPAL POWER of DEPOS- 
ING KINGS at the ſame time. If it erred in Determining 
the LATTER, why not in Determining the FIRST ? Iam 
ſure that TRANSUBSTANTIATION is as MUCH againſt 
the PRIMITIVE FATHERS, as that DAMNABLE HERE- 
TICAL DOCTRINE of POPES POWER of DEPOSING 
of KINGS, and DISPOSING of their KINGDOMS can be. 
And we do not envy your having TRANSUBSTANTIATE 1 
ON determined by ſich a Council, as FIRST Conciliarly de- —.— 
termined that HELLISH DOCTRINE of DEPOSING of Chi s 
KINGS, a Practice ſo Impiows that Dr. BARNES not LONG Kingdom, 
SINCE in a SERMON before the FAMOUS UNIVERSITY 1» TWO O. 
of CAMBRIDGE thought ie ta be ONE of the moſt IRRE- — 1 | 
FRAGABLE ARGUMENTS ( touſe his own words) to prove before the 
HIM [ CHRIST his PRETENDED VICAR the POPE | to nie 
be THE ANTICHRIST, and he goes on to tell THEM, That of Cam 
whereas ſome have taken a great deal of "Pains to prove HIM . 


DL the POPE J /o, from the obſcure Prophecits of Daniel; And rern 1598. 
others p. 18, 19. 


[ 1041 

others with great Labour and Diffenltits hate applied all the 
Phznomena, and Characters of the Apocalyptical falſe pro- 
phet to the POPE ; THIS zs a mot SURE and COMPENDI- 
OUS WAY of ſtamping «pon HIM the MARK of the BEAST. 
This Doctor's words and Opinion I have choſen the rather for 
this Purpoſe, becauſe I belieye he doth not paſs in the Rank of 
.  MISREPRESEN T ERS among YOU, and becauſe it was in a 
P. 18. SERMON before an UNIVERSITY, wherein HE told chem, 
he would deal ſincerely with THEM. I am perſwaded that 
thoſe of your Party that know HIM will grant him to be 
none of our fiery Zealots, and —_— againſt Popery, tho' 
P49, 50. HE doth in the ſecond SERM ON ſpeak of -JUST EXCE Az 
N. B. MATIONS againſt the SUPERSTITIONSand IDOLATRIES 
of the CHURCH of ROME, andof a COMMENDABLE IN- 
DIGNATION againſt the WICKED and HELLISH PRA- 
-CTICES of the ROMISH EMISSARIES to ESTABLISH the 

POPISH RELIGION. . - 

My next Reflexion is, that yourAccount of Berengarins 
diſcovers abundance of malice and of ignorance too, becauſe 
He could not be the firſt difturber of the long Peace of the 
Church, by teaching a Doctrine oppoſite to TranſubFantiation, 
ſince in the Century before that Berengarius lived in, not to go 
abroad, in our OWN NATION the SAME DOCTRINE, 
that Berengariu did ſtand up for, was the COMMON FAITH 
(Hp. 73. of OUR CHURCH, and was publickly taught, and believed, 
81. as appears moſt evidently to a Demonſtration from the 

N. B. Pabſick Authorized SAXON HOMILY for EASTER, and 
(m) Eadem from the Writings, and SYNODICAL ORATIONS (where- 
rempore Be” in a Man may moſt reaſonably expect to meet with the ge- 
Lericam naine and publick Faith of the Church) of ALFRICK ARCH- 
prolapſus BISHOP of CANTERBURY L our ENGLISH PATRI- 
pravitatem, ARCH] and of WULPHINE Biſhop of SHIRBOURN, as 
2 — I have already obſerved, (t) and put down their words : and 
Anglos ſuis the SAME FAI TH was generally believed by almoſt ALL the 
jam pene FRENCH and ITALIANS as well as by the ENGLISH in 


p. 7578. 
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FRANCE the Century before that (to wit, in the NINTH 
CENTURY) as one may believe from the Writings of Ber- 
tram and Erigena. | 

And here I cannot but obſerve how much you diſcover p. 76. 
a groſs i ance, when you make Bertram, and Scorus Eri- 
gena ( whom you have ſplit into toe.) Followers of Berenga- 
iu, Whenas They both lived two Hundred years before Him. 
Nay a man would believe almoſt from you, that Bertram 
was at this preſent alive, when you ſay that Berengarius's Opi- p. 76. 
nion and „„ are ſtill urged by Bertram, lately reprinted 
in Engliſh. You have a great deal more of ſuch wretched ſtuff, 
but lam ſo weary of it, that I will but ſpeak a word or two 

to you as to the Greeks, and then paſs to a farewell requeſt 
to you, ard your new Superiours. 

That the preſent great Ignorante, Poverty and Ambition 

of the Greek Church hath taught a great many of them, lea- 
ving their own ancient Faith, to embrace for lucre ſake the 
Latin Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation, is what we cannot now 
deny, but that which we have to ſay upon hi, buſineſs is, 
that thoſe perſons neither learned this new fangled Doctrine 
from the Fathers, from their own Liturgies, or from the an- 
tient Creeds , or - Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitutions ,, that Gabriel See Dr. 

of Philadelphia ( who ſtudied and lived ſo long at Padua and — 

Venice) firſt broached Tranſubſt ant iat ion in their language, el 1 

ſince whom many Latinized Greeks have eſpouſed it, and the n. 

four Patriarchs, at the Inſtance of Monſieur Nointel, or ra- gicaut his 

ther his French Money (as 1 hope a Gentleman who was then in Preface to 

Turkey will erelong make it fufficiently appear) ſubſcribed bi preſent 


the Oriental Confeſſion (drawn up by one bred in Jah) in $19 of, 
the year 1672. not, as you fallly tell xs, 1643. ä 


As their Ignorance (which is ſo great, that Sr. P. Ricaut 
ſays molt Afechanicks among us are more learned and knowing 
than the Doctors and Clergy of Greece) diſpoſes them for 
any Doctrine whatever, fo their great Poverty (which no 
body denies) and their wnacconntable and prodigious Ambi- 
ien hurry them on to any thing for lucre ſake. The 
Dire effectę of their extravagant Ambition are ſufficient- 
ly ſeen in that zhey have thereby run their poor Church 


into ſuch arrears with the Port, that it will =_—_ 
P 6 


wa 


[os] 

Ricau''s be able to claw off. Through their changing of Patri- 

Freut arch. ( whereof they * Had ſir in eight years at Conſtan- 

nag 4 tinople) and their moſt unchriſtian ſhouldering of one another 

Church, © Out, the Poor Church was indebted in the year 1672. to the 

2 p. 102, Grard Seigrior three kundred and fifty tbon ſand Dollars, as 

102. Cc. Sr. Paul ſays he was informed by the Biſhop of Smyrna. 

p. 98. This is enough to ſhew the miſerable Humour as well as 
Condition of thoſe People, who to get Moneys to buy 
out the incumbent Patriarch and to place themſelves tho? 
but for 4 month on the Patriarchal Throne at Conſt an- 
tinotle, would I queſtion not ſubſcribe a worſe Doctrine 
than that of 7. 3 ſince they have ignorance 
enough for any. The behaviour of the Arch-Biſhop of 

See Dr. Samos to Doctor Smith, makes me to have a very ſlender 

Pete opinion of rheſe ſort of men : when he met with him in 

to el. France, then Children only received in the one kind , and they 

lanea, Could not digeſt Fleſh; but as ſoon as he had croſſed the 

Water, and breathed a little Engliſh Air, then Children did 

undoubtedly partake in borh kinds, as he quickly wrote to 

Doctor Smith. But enough of this Aan, and the Humour of 

- that miſerable People, which is nothing to the purpoſe of a 
Conſenſus Veterum. 

The Requeſt I have now to make to you Mr. Sclater is, 
that you would conſider what a miſerable miſtake you have 
made about-theſe things, how grievouſly you have ſuffered 
your ſelf to be impoſed upon, in leaving, a Communion which 
is truly Catbolick and Apofiolical , and hath not one unlawful 
Term of Communicn, and in falling to a Church which for all 
the Paints and Waſhes laid on it appears to be very defor- 
med, and hath a great many unlawful Terms of Communion. If 
their Condition be dangerous that were bred in that Commu- 
nion, if they have any opportunities (as all here in England 
have) of knowing more and of better information ; what 
muſt be thought of yours, who can pretend no want of Infor- 
mation, have had ſo long a Tract of opportunities to have 
ſecured you even in old age from ſuch a doleful Fall? I do 
from my ſoul wiſh that you may (before death ſurprizes) 
recover your ſelf, and return to that true Faith from which 


you have /werved , and that a that lye under the ſame 
guilt 


[ I 0 7] ; _ .; 
guilt may in God's good time be again gathered into our | 
folical Church. May God remove all Ohe, that do 


r at preſent hinder ſuch a Rerwrr. 

ge And my requeſt to your Superjours is, that if ever they 

15 . think fit to have another Convert appear in Print againſt us, 
they would oblige us ſo far as to chuſe one that hath a little 

is more Modeſty, and a little more Learning, one that can 

y diſtinguiſh between the Presbyrers of Achaia and St. An- 

* 


drew, between the Second General Council of Conſtantinople, p. 72. 
— and the ( reputed ) Seventh at Nice, whence he quotes that 
e impudent lye of Epiphanius the Deacon; one that can tranſlate 
what he is taught to borrow; that ſo if ever any of bur 
Church vouchſafe to anſwer him, he may not have ſo ma- 
ny complaints to make as I have had in the Examination of 
Mr. Sclater's Book. 


mp, > 


March i ſt. 
1686. 
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